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Mar. 16, 16, He that believeth and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved. 2) | 
AQ. 8. 12. When they believed Philip }- preaching tb? things concerning the Kingdom of God, | A * 
ang the Name of Feſus Chriſt, they werT baptized, both Men and Women. f | 
AQ. 18. 8. —Many of the Corinthians Mearbige believed, and were bapted. T7 
Col.-2. 3, Bewart left any Man fboil you through vain Deceit, after the Traditions of Men, _ A 
not after Chrijt. 4 
Mar. 7. 7,8, 1s vain do th:y worſhip me, teaching ſor Daftrines, the Commandments of M 
For laying afiae the Commandment of God, ye hold the Tradition of Men, ggs the waſhing 


* Pots, and Cups : (andas we are now told, Men, Women and. Children roo) "4 f 
many ſuch like things ye do, 
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Confidence Correffed, &c. 


T is a ſad Thing, and much to be lamented, that there ſhould 
continue to this Day, not only ſo many Differences in point of 
Fudgment amongit Chriſtians, but alſo ſomuch Pride, and Pre- 
judice of Spirit one againſt another, by Reaſon of the ſame; 
inſomuch, that there can hardly be the leaſt Difference imagj- 


en. A... 


nable amongſt Profeſſors of Chriſtianity in Matters of Judgment, 


but they are too readily turn'd into fo fnany Marks of Reproach, and 
Cauſes of Moljomey, one againſt another. This has been very ſadly 
experimented in this Nation, for many Years paſt; and, to this 
Day, finds but too much Entertainment in the Minds of many, whe 
ſtill reckon themſelves Men in Repatation, for Wiſdom and Honour. 
But, though it may juſtly be expected, do what we can, that there 
will ſtill remain Dsfferences in Judgment; and Controverſies among 
Chriſtians in ſome things; yet of all the Controverſies that ever ap- 
pear*d upon the Stage. of Chriſtianity, I cannot but moſt of all 


admire at this Controverſy about Infant-Baptiſm : And that chiefly 


upon two Accounts. 
Firft, That eyer it ſhould become ſuch a Controverſy as it has 


done. 

Secondly, At the ſtrange EffeCts that it has produced. 

Firſt, 1 cannot but admire, how this ever became ſuch a Contro- 
verſy amongſt Chriſtians, as it hath done ; eſpecially amongſt ſuch 
Chriſtians, as do dajly profeſs and declare, that the Scriptures are the 
only Rule of Faith and Worſhip, the only Guide to all Duty and Obe- 
dience, relating to everlaſting Happineſs  whenas there is not the 
leaſt Word, nor ſhadow of a Word (and that'by the Confeſſion of 
Parties) for Infant-Baptiſm, in all the whole Book of God. I cannot 
imagine what the matter ſhould be, that Men ſhould make a Trade, 
of ſtraining their Wits, to find out ſo many Tricks and Inventions, to 
maintain and defend a Pra&ice, and count it part of God's Service and 


* Worſhip, that they know, and are convinc'd in their Conſciences (as 


appears by their frequent Acknowledgments) is no where to be found 


in God's Word. There is ſcarcely any other Controyerſy,that ever, 
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happen'd in the World among Chriſtians, but makes a greater pre- 
tence to-Seripture than this doth,or can : It is not ſo-much to be won- 
dred at, that there has happened ſuch a Difference among Chritians 
about the Tenets of Arminius and Calvin, about Abſolute and Reſpe- 
tive Eleftion and Reprobation, and ail the Appurtenances belonging 
thereunto ; becauſe there pretty plainly ſeems to be ſome conſidera- 
ble Glances in Scripture in favour of both Opinions : yea, the very 
Svcmians themſelves, (which deny the Deity of Chriſt) challenge a 
far fairer Pretence to Scripture, than any Ped-baptiſt can do; be- 
cauſe the Text plainly ſaith, 24y Father t greater than I: Which as 
little as it is, if the Pedo-baptiſ?s could but produce ſuch a Giance as 
that, in Scripture, for /nfant-Baptiſm, it would be more than eyer yet 
was done upon that account. Yea, the very Papiſts are leſs to be 
wondred at, in their Plea for Tranſubſtantiation ;, becauſe the Text 
faith plainly, Thi # my Body, &c. Which is a Plea, beyond what 
any Pedo-baptiſt can pretend-unto, in the behalf of that which they 
make ſuch a ſtir about. Yet how is the Weakneſs and Folly of 


Socinans and Papiſts, and others, condemn'd and cenfur'd by many 


Pedo-baptiſts, whilſt they magnify and bleſs themſelves in that for 
which they cannot produce eveu ſo much ſceming,Anthority from 
SCIIPEUrc. | 

I queſtion not, but I may preſume, that if a hundred of the'moſt 
Learned and Judicious Men in the World, ſhould read the Bible os 


' fer forty times from one end to the other, they would never ſo 


much as think of Infant-baptiſ-r, by virtuc of that Reading,. and their 

2ſt Conſideration into the Bargain, if the Voice of Tradition and 
Cuſtom had not pollzſt th:m with it beforchand : and if1o,how juſtly 
may 1t be wonder d at, that ſuch a thing ſhould ever become a Con- 
trorerſy among{t Pretengers to Scripture ? The Baptiſts ſay, In- 
fant-baptiſin is no where to be found in Scripture : The Pedo-baptiſt's 


frequently confeſs the ſ:me thing. — The Baptiſts fay, that whatio- 


ever 1s not to be found in Scripture, is no Part of Divine Worſhip : 
-——-All Proteſtant Pedo-baptiſts, do freely acknowledg this alſo. Now 
who can t-Il where the Controverſy lies ? Is it not-itrange that Men 
ſhould pretend to difier, yea, and todiiter greatly too, 1n that very 
thing wherein they ſeem to be ſo plainly and fully agreed £ Whocan 
give any good Reaſon now, why this Concluſion ſhould not neccſlarily 
be agreed to by mutual Conſent, namely, that 1nfant-baptiſm 1s no 
part of Dzvine Worſhip! Which if it were, the whole Controverſy 
would be zone at once. -— The Baptiſts do from time to time ws. 

1t 
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that there is neither Precept- for, nor Precedent of, nor Promiſe unto; 
Infant-baptiſm, in all the Word of /God : [And their moſt Learned 
and Judicious Adverſaries, do frequently grant and confeſs the ſame 
thing ; and yet ſtrive to maintain und uphold the Controverſy in the 
World. This is one Part: of my Wonder, with reſpe& to this 
Matter. 

_ Secondly, I cannot but wonder at the ſtrange EiteCts it has produ- 
ced, and..they are many ; - but I ſhall only touch upon one, namely, 
That thouglthe Principle and Practice of the Baptzts (fo called) is 
in the point off Bapri/22, ſo plainly and plentifully laid down in Scrip- 
ture, and holds ſach an undeniable Correſpondency. and Agreement 
with Primitive Purity, yet that they ſhould be loaded with ſo much 
Contempt and Reproach, as they, have been, and yet are, by many 
in this Nation, for no other thing than this honeſt and harmleſs, yea, 
Honourable and Heaven-born Practice. Who 1s it that 1s any whit 
wiſe and: judicious, that knows not that Chriſt and the Primitive 
Chriſtians were baptiz'd, as they now plead and practiſe ? Yet how 
have they for many years, in this Chriſtian Kingdom, been not only 
ſlighted, but rendred oditous, and counted as the'very Dreggs and 
_ Otf:-ſcouring of the: World; eyen for this very thing ? Yea, the worſt 

and vileſt of Men, have been counted worthy of more Honour and Re- 
ſpect amongſt People thanitheyz inſomuch, that Zighway-men and 
Anabaptiſts, haye been almoſt Titles of equal Dignity. Is it not 
ſtrange that any that pretend to be the Diſciples of Criſt, and the 
Followers of Jeſus, ſhould dare ſo boldly to throw downright and 
naked Reproach upon the Prattice of their Saviour ; and caſt all man» 
ner of Dirt and Scorn inthe Faces of any, meerly for endeavouring 
to follow him in that which he- has not only commanded, but ſer 
them an Example in his own Perſon.? —- Though blelled be God, 
through the gracioms Infinence, and benign Aſpetts of our Chief Rulers, 
this Spirit at .thys. day is ſomewhat corrected and abated 3 yet to- } 
this mament, there are but.too many .that-ftill ſtrive to foment and * 
cheriſh it. , This 'is-the ſecond Part.of my Wonder, with reſpect to this: 
Controverſy, above; any. other, | that 'ever happen'd among ſober 
Chriſtians. -— Now how far our Athenian Gentlemen have contributed 
towards the Removal of this-Wonder, 1 ſhall take upon me the Bold- 
nels alittle to remark: — Wherefore now I ſhall direft my Diſcourſe 
toitnem. TD IC1GET 169 

-: Gensl:;nen, 1 will'not ſay; that you have: ſo much beſpatter'd: us. 
wichDirt, and Reproach, as fome'others bave done before you 3 yet - 

oo 
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1 cannot but obſerve that you, at leaſt, ſeem to have a good mind, (if * 
I may uſe ſuch a Solaeciſm) to be nibbling at it ; and thar appears | 
chiefly, if we conſider theſe three thungs. \ 

iſ}, How liberally and tartly you beſtow that filly and idle Nick. | 
name of Reproach [| Anabaptiſt] upon us, {o often repeated in your 
Papers ? Though you know 'tis a Name we diſown and deny, eſpe- 
cially too to do it at the ſame time that the Queſtion is mulitating - 
betwixt-us : Which indeed, beſides the Malzgnity that ſeems to be in 
it, is an implicite begging of the whole Queſtion. For what do you 
elie, when you atoreband briskly take 1t for granted, that we are a 
Parcel of Anabapti/ts, making no 2«eſtion of that, when you know 
you are a diſputing that very Queſtion, which ought to determine 
whether we are ſo or no? Pray, Sirs, why may not we as juſtly 
make a trade of calling you, and all of your Party or Perſwafion, An- 
t;-baptiſts or Cata-baptiſts ? for you cannot but know, that according 
to oxr Principles, you do as much deny Baptiſm,. and ab»ſe it too, as 
we can poſſibly, according to your Principles, be twice Baptiz'd ; but 
we reckon it below any that pretend to Wiſdom and Ingenuity, to 
make ſuch beggarly things avy part of their Refuge : Wherefore, 
Sirs, I think I may ſafely conclude, you have not dealt ſo candidly , 
with us in this Particular, as yon ought to have done. 

2dly. In that you very unworthily, if not proudly, ſinzate, that 
there are none, nor ever were any among the Bapteſts, that are ſo 
knowing in the Cuſtoms of Nations, Linguiſms, Radixes, or Original 
Significations in Languages, as you are 3 and that may perhaps be the 
great Cauſe of Diſputes upon this Subject : When, Sirs, it is very 
well known, that there have been, and are to this Day, many amongſt 
them, of very great Parts and Learning, and excellently well skilPd 
in all thoſe Matters you talk of, Wherefore, Gentlemen, if you are 
Ignorant herein, you might have done better to have kept your Igno- 


| Tanceto your ſelves : But if you are not /gnorant hereof, there's no- 


thing can excuſe you from an invidiozs and ſpiteful Infinuation. And 
you. farther politickly expoſe them to popular Prejudice, by giving 
them a Paraliptical Bite, and by an Apephaſis cunningly charge them 
with a Spirit of Contention ; which may alſo be agreat cauſe of Diſ- 
putes upon this Subjet: As if your-Opinion and PraCttice about 
Infant-Baptiſm, was ſo manifeſtly clear and evident, that it*s ſcarce 
poſlible for any Body to make the leaſt Doubt or Scruple about it, 
1f they be not afore-hand troubled with a Spirit of Contention ; or elſe 
izncrant of the Cy/oms of Nations, &'c. But pray, Sirs, wy a 
- pirit 
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' and the Clearneſs 


CF - D 
Spirit of Camtentlon in the Baptiſts, any more than in your ſelves? 
What's the Matter, Gentlemen, that they muſt needs preſently be ſ#p- 
poſed to be Criminals in this Caſe for diſputing, any more than their 


' Antagoniſts that diſpute againſt them ? Really, Sirs,if there muſt needs 


be a Spirit of Contention; on one fide, it may with a little Conſidera- 
tion eaſily be perceived, that ir lies rather at yo Door than at theirs; 


if you do but — refle& upon the Darkneſs of your own Practice, 
theirs with whom you contend, Adverſaries 


. themſelves being Judges. 


zdly. In that you ſo impertinently and boldly mention ſeveral 


Perſons, whom you call Ring-leaders amongſt Anabaptiſts, who are 


' Golden Farmer were all Villains ;, yet who: doubts butthere are many- 


ſuppoſed to be guilty of ſeveral Crimes, and remarkable Enormities ; 
for no other end that can rationally be thought of, but to expoſe 
your Antagoniſts to farther Contempr and Prejudice. Here, Gentlemen, 
I cannot but admire at your W:/dom, (if I had ſaid Folly, I think it had 
been no great matter) that you ſhould be ſo inconfigerately hardy, to 
venture upon ſuch an Argument as this. 

When, in the Firſt Place, we have juſt cauſe to queſtion the Truth 
of thoſe Things, as to Matter of FaQ, being, as may rationally be 
Tappos'd, firſt promoted by Lying and Malicious Papiffs, who ſpeak 
as bad things of Calvin and Luther, and the Waldenſes before them : 


And may jultly be thoaght, to be taken from them, by ſome invererate- 


Proteſtants, whicltbore them as little good Will as the Papifts did, or 
Mr. Roſs himſelf. Alas ! What ſtrange Work have we ſeen, even in 
our own Nation,upon this account ? How many good Men have been 
miſerably miſrepreſented before our Faces, when there have been 
Thouſands alive, at the ſametime, that were able to have derteQed 


the Scandal, but durſt not attempt it ? How many Men in England, 
have even been Diaboliz'd-in the Face of theSm.that in ſome time af-- 
ter have been little leſs than C anon:zz?d for Saints? and had it not been - 


for remarkable Regolutzons, had never recovered ont of the ſhape of 


Devils. And amongſt many other Things, Mr:#o/Fs Brother Edwards - 


his Gangrena, Is too freſh in Memory to be forgotten. 
Secondly ; If all were unqueſtionably trne, you cannot chuſe bnt- 


know there is no Argument 1n it, it is not only the weakeff, bat the. 
». 1 of Arguments z it greatly reflefts upon the Wiſdom of any that. 


ll ventureto uſe it. "For tho Hind, Hannam, Cutting Dick, and the 


Pedo-Baptifis in England, and other Countries too, that are honeſt Men ? 
and not only fo, but their Principles too may be pvod,. notwithftand- 


ing any thing in this Argument againſt them... - Third- 4 
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lowing Conſiderations. 
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- Thirdly ; 1f there were anything of Argument in.it, who need 


matter it ? Pray, Gentlemer, conlider, whodo you think has moſt 


cauſe to fear it, 'if, there were anything in it, - tbey, ' or your ſelves ? 
If they were diſpos'd to draw the Saw againſt you, here, you may 
eaſily foreſee what dreadful and bitter work might be made with 
you, by virtue oi! this Argument. Really, Sirs, it argues you are 
heavily put to ©, 2rd 11 a deſperate Caſe, that you dare venture uP- 
on ſuch dangerow and ſeif-kiling Methods : But you had better ſuffer 
a Famine of Arguments for ſeven Years together, than to mcddle 
with ſuch Vols me Tangere's as theſe ;, for you cannot but know, that 
we might in this Cale, give you Argumentum ad Hominem, at leaſt 
forty for one : And 1tf ſo, then how wiſely you have done in this 
Matter, you may upon farther Thoughts become your own Judges. 
But I care not to inſiſt any farther upun this, unleſs we be farther fool- 


 1ſhly provok'd. 


1 now come to conl:der how you anſwer the 2uzſtion5 about Infant- 
Baptiſm, chiefly in your Firſt Mercury, and the Second occaſionally, as 
there may be any freſh matter worth regarding. 

The firſt Queſtion you undertake to anſwer, is, Whether (as is 


commonly taught) Baptiſm is the proper and natural Antirype of { 
Circumciſion ? &c. Your poſitive Anſwer 1s, that in. many Caſes it will | 


bear the Afirmative z which you endeavour to prove, from ſome fol- 


% 
- 


Ard your firſt is, from the Cuſtom amongſt the Jews, in proſely- 


ting the Gentiles into their Religion : So far indeed (ſay you) Cir- | 


cumciſion was not properly a Type, but rather the Cont:nnance of a 


Cuſtom, that by St. John, our Saviour and his Apeſtles, had added nnto 


it, all that was neceſſary to make ir a full, proper, and pertinent Type 
of Baptiſm. Now, Sirs, what a ſtrange, looſe, unintelligible and un- 
fatisfatory Anſwer is this ? 

For firſt; Your poſitive Anſwer 15s not fo poſitive as it ought to 


have been ; for you do not peſirively anſwer the*Queſtion at all, ei- + 


ther that Circumciſion. was, Or it was not a Tyye of Baptiſm : Now 


this 1 humbly conceive you ought to have done, namely, poſitively | 


to have aſſerted, that Circumciſion was a Type of Baptiſm, if you 
had look'd upon it ſo to have been, notwithſtanding they might 
have differ'd in ſome Circumſtances, as indeed all Types and Apti- 
types do in ſomething or other, otherwiſe they could not have been 


. 


two, but one and the ſame thing : . for things that differ not at. all, 


cannot be differext things. And divers things may agrees with other 


things, ' 


; (9) 
thing*, under ſome general Conſiderations, of which they never were 
Types, as. well as thoſe that were : J1ſaac and Iſhmael, were both 
Sons of Abraham ; therein there was an Agreement. 2d!y, They 
were both Subjefts of Circumciſion, there they agreed again, &c. 
yet Ihmatl was no Type of Jaac. A Horſe js a Subſtance, fo is a 
Man, there's an Agreement ; a Horſe is a Livin Creature, fo is 2 
Man, there's an Agreement again; a Horſe eats and drinks, {9 does 
a Man, there's another Agreement ; yet ncither of them w23 ever a 
1ype of the other : So that your poſitive Anſwer, does as ftrong- 
ly imply that C:rcumciſion was not a Type of Baptiſm, as it des that 
It Was. 

' Bur fecondly, Is it not ſtrange that ſuch Pretenders to Invent. 
; fy as you are, ſhonld bring a Conſideration to prove Circn:::ci/- 
en a Type of Baptiſi:, which as ſoon as ever you have laid down, 
you plainly confeſs and acknowledg it proves no ſuch thing, bur 
rather the* contrary ? For do not you phinly tel] us, that you {hall 
endeavour to prove the 4firmative, by theſe following Conliderati- 
ons ? ' | 
And the firſt is, From the C:ſtom amongſt the Jews; and yet in 
the very next Words, you tell us as plainly, it proves no ſuch Mat- 
ter : for ſo far it was no Type, but the Continuance of a Cuſtorn. 
Pray, Gent!emen, why then did you urge this Conſideration for ſuch 
a Perpoſe, when yon knew beforehand, it was not capable of per- 
forming that Service? Methinks, you ſhould never be in love with 
ſuch a Cauſe, as doth ſo ſtrangly captivate your IntelleCts ; as not 
only appears-in this, but in other things that follow: Circumciſicn 
(ſay you) was rather the C-tinuance of a Cuſtom, &c. Now, 
Sirs, here I muſt of neceſſity be puzzled to find out your Meaning ? 
Your Words are fo unintelligibly laid down, that it will be hard 
for me to know what you 1ntend by them 3 and if I ſhould, without 
any more ado, take that to be your Meaning, thar the Order and 
Grammar of your Words here do imply, I know not but I might 
wrong you in your Meaning, which I would nor willingly do if 1 
could help it : 1 muſtbe forc'd therefore, to gueſs at 2 or 3 things, 
and hit upon It if I can : Some one or other of which, I think muſt 
be:your Meaning, or elſe I am like to continue iznorant of it till fur- 
ther Revelation. Certainly thEſe words Cont:inrance of a Cuſtom here, 
muſt refer either to Cirenmerſron it ſelf, or cle to that other Cuſtom a- 
mong the Fews you ſpeak of ; it ro Cirenmesſron, as one might juſtly . 
be under a Temptation to think it may, when you ſo plainly tell 
| B us 
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2s both Negatively ard Poſitively, what it was not, and what it was ; 
not a Type, but a Continxance of a Cuſtom; who can think but you 
a ult. mean. Cicumeiſion all this while ? For how Ctrcumctſion could be 
the Coniinvance of another thing, I do not well underitand : if you 
bad ſaid a Caufe or Occalion of Contihuance, there might have been 


ome ſmall matter 1a ir, though not very mych ; but to be the Conti- 
-. Bnance it ſelf of another thing, 1s not eaſy to be perceiv'd. Now 


the', it this Paſſage of yours be referr'd to Circnmciſion, then you on- 
ly reil us, that Circumciſzou was a Continuance of Circumciſion : 
Which s ſuch a groſs entity, as is not much tncident to ingei ious 


Men: But if we refer it to the Cyſtoz among the Jews, then in the 


3rlt place t ask, how coukd Circumciſion, which was a Precept of God, 
2 the Continuance of another thing, that was only a Cuſtom among 
Mei. ? Was the Prattice and Continuance of the one, the Praftice 
and (-ntiuuance of the other ? or how would you be underſtood ? 
Secondly ;, If your word Cuſtom here, relates to the Cyftom of the 
Jews afcrelaid, then you ſeem to ſay, it was that Cuffor: that St. 
Jobn, our S.viour and his Apoſtles, made a full, proper, and pertinent 
Type of Bajtiſm; and then it's ſo far from appearing that Cir- 
cumciſion was a Type of Baptiſm, which was the thing to be proved, 
that after all, it talls to the loc of this Jewiſh Cuſbam, to be this 


' Type: Which our Saviour it ſeems, was fo much in love with, that 


be and his Apoltles, make it a Type of their own Baptiſm : Which 
is not only a very ſtrange thing, but wonderfully remote from your 
Purpoſe. 

But b:cauſe I would do you all the Juſtice I can, there is another 
thing which I have thought on, which may be your Meaning, for 
ought I know, bur whether it 1s or no, that I cannot determine ; but 
if-ir be, it 1s very far fetch d, and muſt needs have a very uncouth 
Reference. However, the Suppolition is this, namely, that St. 7ohrz, 
our Saviour and his Apoſtles, added to the old Cuſtom of the Fews, at! 
that was. nece!lary to make Circumciſion a Type of Baptiſm : And if 
fo, then it's a plain Calc, that Circumciſcon was never ordain'd or 
intended by God, neither in its Original nor Progreſs, to: be a 
Type of Bapti{jn, till Baptiſm was made a Goſpel-Ordinance by 
Chrift and his Apoſtles, which is a-very ſtrange and Sclf-contra- 
difting Notjon.. For it C:rcuncifpet was ever a Type of Baptiſm, 
ir mutt be & before ever Baptiſm, as an Anrtitype, could have a 
Being 3. for upon the Coming of the Avrtitype, the Type ceaſes : 
As. ſgon as ever, the Antityre ties 2nd is ln force, the Type dies. 
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and is ont of date : how then could Circumciſion be made a Type 
of Baptiſm, by Baptiſm it ſelf ? when according to this Suppoti- 
tion, it maſt continue all its Life-long without ſuch a Title, and 
when It was dead. it could never come at it. If Circumciſion were 
not the Type of Baptiſm before Baptiſm came, how then could. 
Baptiſm be the Antitype thereof? It conld nat come as an Anty- 
type, becauſe it ſeems there was na Type beiore It came. — If 
you had told us, that a Man cannot properly be ſaid to be born, 
Ull he is propzrly ſaid to be dead; or that the Father cannot 
properly Be, til} the Son lives and begets him, it had been juſt 
ſuch a piece of Philoſophy, as this 1: of Dizinity. — Burt if it be 
111d, that Cercamcrſron did not expire upon the coming in of Raupre/m, 
for they were both in force for ſome Years together : I antwer, 
its very true,, gut then it's a good Argument ro prove, that 
Circumciſion and Baptiſm were never Type and Amitype. * And 
this Suppoſition our Gentlemen do as good as grant, for they 
tacitly .tell us, it was no Type before Baptiſm cane, and how it 

ſhould be a Type afterwards, 1 know not. | 
You ſay further, Had Joh the Baptiſt, Chrift, &c. undertook 
any new Way of proſelyting the. Jews to the Goſpel, they had 
not only ſtruggled with the Oppoſitions of a new Doctrine, but 
alſo of a new Prattice, &c. Really, Sirs) your Words here 
ſeem to imply, that it was ſome old Trade to proſelyte Men 
to the Goſpel long before it began; for if it was not ſome 0/4 
Practice before, then it muſt be a mew Praftice, when St, Fohn 
and our Saviour began it. Ard if the very proſelyting of Men to 
the Goſpcl, were a new Practice,”and the Doctrine leading there- 
unto, a mew Doftrine, what iorce can there bz in this Objettton 
or yours! However, Gentlemen, this Suggeſtion of yours, ſeems 
to be very raw and inconſiderate ; for the great and principal 
Struggle -of the Jews with our Savior, was about his Divimiry 
and Authority, his bcing the Son of Goa, and ſent by his Fa- 
ther, to teach and inſtruft the World, by virtue of that Aurhe- 
rity which none ever before him had : And accordingly, when- 
ever our Saviour taught amongſt the Fews, he very frequently, not 
only reprov*d their vicious and enormous Lives, but corrected 
and condemn d their falſe and - erronious Doctrines, their ' 1dle 
and vain Traditions, and fooliſh Superſtitions, wherein they rqvghr 
for Dearines the Commandments of Men. And herein lay the 
chief Quarrel of the Yews againſt our Saviour, who initcad of own- 
B 2 Ins 
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ing of him in that Divine Capacity he juſtly challeng'd, they 
counted him a Samaritan, a Devil, aud a Maa-man, contradiCting, 


oppoling, and charging of him with Blaſphemy, for making himſelf 


equal with God, and condemning, them in rheir Ways, as one 
It was no part of 
our Saviour 5s Bulineſs, to countenance ur encourage any 1n their 
vain Javentions and ſuperſtitious Fooleries, which were never ap- 
pointed nor approved by God 5 but to enlighten their Minds, and 
take them off from ail ſuch Dotages, and ſettle them upon ſuch 
things as were purcly of God, and ſuch things as he had in Com- 
miſſion from his Father to teach them. — And give me leave to 
tell you, that if your Notion in this caſe, were ſuppos'd to be true, 
It cannot rationally be thought, that our 5avioar could have made 
any great Earvinzs upon the ſtubborn Jews, by virtue of that ; 
for it he h:4 only taken their old Cuſtom, and alter'd ir, or 
added any thing to it of his own Pleaſure, and made it what it 

25 not before, (as you ſay) and given It out in his own Name, re- 
quiring Cb:dience to it by his own Authority, even of the Jews 
themſelves, which never ſubmitred to it before, and that too in 
order to their being proſelyted or initiated into a new, or ano- 
ther Religion; he would in ſo doing, have declar*d and aſſerted 
his Authority to them and over them, altogether as much as if 
he had r.quir'd a down-right zew PraCtice of them; and have 
croſy?d their Humours and Inclinations as much in the one as in 
the other. And as for thoſe riat were inclinable to fall in with 

's Autherity, and to own his Divinity, as he himſelf alerted it, 
It may readily be taken for gffnted, that they would give him 
leave to give out what Precepts he pleasd, without ſtruggling 
with him about it : Thoſe that receiv'd his new Doctrine, would 
rever contend with him about zmew Practice; for indeed, all 
Prattice 15 comprehended in Dottrine: fo that the ground of 
your Notion 13 altogether .groundlels. 

That Expreſlion of yours alſo, I mult a little remark, as ano- 
ther picce of crabved [ztricary, winch I cannot make very plea- 
{ant Senſe of, When you tell as, that therefore this Cuſtom was 
continucd, (namely, to plcaſe thz Jews) and had the Superaddition of 
Lhe full force of Baptiſm, viz. a Conſignation, or a Seal of the Co- 
venant : — Do not theſe Words now ſeem ſtrongly to imply, that 
there was ſome other Baptiſm: 1n force as a Seal of the Covenant, 
which the Jewiſh Baptiſz had not the force of, till our Saviour 

takes 


(13) - 

takes it, and gives it now the full force of Baptzſm, viz. rakes that 
Cuſtom a Seal of the Covenant as well as Baptiſm, Baptiſm beihg the 
very &ale an'! Standard, unto which that Feviſh Cuſtom was brought? 
for how could that Czſtem have the full force of Baptiſm added; 
or given to it, if there had been no Baptiſm then in force, unto- 
which this Jewiſh C:ffow is now ſaid to be advanced ? -— And 
if ſo, then People may take their choice, whether they will have 
this laſt made Jewiſn Baptiſm, or the+firit made Chriftian Baptiſm; © 
for it ſ:2ms, though chey are two diſtint Baptiſms, yet they arc 
both Seals of the Covenant, Really, Sirs, It 1s not vſual for Men; 
in the face of the Sun, to ſpeak Daggers at this rate z No more 
would you, I conceive, if your undeſerving Cauſe did .not force 
you to it. — | ſee it is not for nothing that you ſo freely acknow- 
ledg, in your ſecond Mercury upon this Snbje&, that you deliver'd 
your Aſlertions a little darkly. Indeed, Gentlemen, I think you were 
greatly in the dark when you wrote them, and therefore no wonder 
you were deliver'd of ſuch a dark Iſſue : Which though you ſeem to 
be ſenſible of, yet you ſeem to have no Inclination to come into the 
Light, that you -may ſee to make better work: But, Sirs, after all 
this, I might juſtly enquire, how you came by all this Confidence ? 
Gentlemen, 1 beſeech you, who told you, or where did-you read ſuch 
a piece of Chriſtian Divinity, as you ſo boldly diate to the World ; 
namely, that John the Baprift, Chriſt and his Apoſtles, did fo highly 
approve of this old Jewiſh C#fom you talk of, as to take it, and 
put a Divine Sanction upon it, and make that very Cuſtom a Con- 
fignation, or a Seal of the Covenant, and ſo it became a proper Arnti- 
type of Circumciſion ? Does the Scripture, which we all pretend to 
be onr Rule in Matters of Divine Worſhip, tell you any ſuch Story, 
or teach you any ſuch Doctrine ? Is there the leaſt Whiſper of any 
{uch thing 1n all the New-Teſtament ? if there be, pray be ſo kind 
as to tell us where; it not, what ſjgnify your Diftates ? Nay, Sirs, 
I am very apt to think, that your great Friend Afaimonides, nor 
yet any of the Jewiſh Rabbies, eyer told you ſuch a linſy-woolſy 
Story as this; yet her&{fſeems to lie the greateſt ſhew of your Proof 
that Circumciſion was the Type of Baptiſm. Sirs, if you did not 
ſeem to be a little proud and obſ{tinate in this Matter, I could hear- 
tily pity your Dtitreſs : but why ſhould you ſtrive, thus to impoſe 
your vain Crochets, and Scriptureleſs Notions upon vs; and feem 
to be angry with us, that we do not greedily ſwallow them ? 
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As for the three Texts you bring, further -to prove Circumci- 
ſion a Type of Baptiſm, which you call andemiable Texts; I confeſs, 
ic might be worth any ones while, to take theſe three Texts, and 
read them well over; for they are, as the Gentlemen cali them, 
undeniable Texts : But withal, do but remember for what purpoſe 
thefe Gentlemen quote them, and then forbear {miling if you can. 
The Gentlemen, 1 confeſs, were very much in the right, when 
they call'd: them .wderiable Texts : But they were extreamly in 
the wrong, when they thought theſe Texts would prove Crrcum- 
Ciſion a-Type of Baptiſm, or do them any ſervice for Infant-Sprinkling. 
T he 'firit Text is, Col. 2. 11, 12. 1n whom: alſo ye are circumciſed 
with the 'Circumciſicn made without Hands, in putting off the Body of 
the Sins of the Fleſh, by the Circumciſion of Chriſt 3 biricd with him in 
Baptiſm, wherein alſo you are riſen with him, through the Faith of the O- 
peration of God, &c. Now in the reading of this Text, any one 
might be ready to think, that certainly, if any thing here ſpoken 
of, may be ſupposd to be the: Antirype of Circumciſion with Hands, 
it muſt be the Circumciſion here mention d, made without Hands, 
1n putting off the Body of the Sins of the Fleſh ; and this is very ſq- 
berly, not only ſuggeſted, but (one would think) alfo very ratio- 
nally and fairly proved, by the Gentleman in his Animadverſions, as 
alſo in his Rejoinder: And alſo tn that other Gentleman's Anſwer to 
your two Mercuries, And indeed it lics ſo fairiy.in the Text, fo 
caſy to be underſtood, and ſo rational in it ſelf, that one may juſtly 
admire how any underſtanding Man could miſs it. But. ſay onr 
Gentlemen, in their ſecond Mercury, The Scope of the ApeſHe here 
was to take off. the Coloſſians from the Rudiments of the World, 
(then I hope, by the way. it was not to ſettle them in any old Cuſtoms ) 
eſpecially Circumciſion, which troubled moſt of the Chutches ; fo 
far indeed, I ſhall not diſpute: ' And thereſjore, the fpoſtle very 
wiſely ard rationally gives them to underſtand, that they had not 
the leaſt occaſion to dote uron theſe weak and beggarly Rudi- 
ments ; for. ſaith he, ye are comp/eat in Chriſt; (wichout them) #n 
whom alſo ye are circume;i?d (if that be itypn wouid have) wzth the 
Circumciſion mad? without Hands, un putting off the Body of the Fleſh, 
which is far better than your old outwara Circumciſion ,, and this is 


plainly fignify'd and confirm?d to-you, in your being buried with 


Chriſt in Laptiſm + SG that you have no reaſon in the World, to 
hanker after thcſe unprofitable things; but rather much reaſon to be 
content in your Geſpel-Stetion, and keep where ,you are : being not 

only 
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only in a better Condition, in being deliver'd from that Yoke of 
Bonda2e, but alſo ſtrongly oblig'd to perſevere in the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, by being lid nnder the Caprain of it, by your being buried 
with hixg in Bapriſm, wherein alſo you are riſen with him, through Faith, &c, 

Burt {ay you, they might object, We want the outward Circumci- 


ſion to us-and our Children. No Sirs, they might not now obje& at 


this rate, for this was the Objection that was ſuppoſed t9'go before, 


unto which the Jpoſtle had given a very fair, full and ſatisfattory An- 


ſwer, by telling them that they were Circumciſed with the Circumci- 


fron made without Hands, as aforeſ1id : So no room for that Objection 


now. But this [nterpretation is rejected, and condemned, ' by our 
Athenian Gentlemen”, and Circumciſion mult, even by this- Text, be the 
Type of Baptiſm when all*s done : But for what Reaſon I cannot 
imagine, unleſs it be meerly becauſe they find theſe two Words in'the 
Text, Circumeiſion and Baptiſm ;, and therefore conclude one mult be 
a Type of the other. But, Gentlemen, if you will but let our [nterpre- 
tation paſs for Orthodox till you are able to give us a better, we ſhall 
in this Caſe deſire no more. Moreover, Sirs, If we ſhould grant you 
your own Expoſition here, and give it you for Trath, I do not yer un- 
derſtand what great matter you would gain by it ; unlefs we give yon 
alſo what you pleaſe to beg for into the Bargain : What if t ſhou'd 
grant you, for Argument-fake, that Baptiſm ſupp'tes the place, or 
came in the room of Circumciſion, and that Chriſtians are in etfec&t 
Circumciſed becauſe Baptized (as you ſay:) All this might be, and yer 
this Text ſignify nothing for Infant- Baprzſnm1, unleſs it were alſo plain 
in the Text that Infants are the Subjects of it; but there is not the leaſt 
glimmering of ſuch-a thing m the Texr, but rather plainly the. con- 
trary : There's nothing in the Text bur what 1s rationally excluſive of 
Infants. It cannot be ſuppoſed that the Apeſile is to be underſtood of 


* Infants, when he tells the believing Coleſſ:ans, that in Chrilt they were 


Circumciſed with the Circumciſion made without Hands, in putting off the 
Sins of the Fleſh, and were buried with Chriſt in Baptiſm, wherein alſo they 
Pere raſen with him through Faith, &c. What therefore, if I ſhould 
now grant you that the dpoſtle in this Text ſhould inrimate,that in the 
place and room of Infant-Circamciſien, Chriſt has now appointed Be- 
lievers Baptiſm ;, that inſtead of Abraham's Fleſhly Seed that were wont 
to be Circumcifed, he will now have only Abraham's Spiritual Seed bap- 
tized ? As in the caſe of the Paſſover and the Lord?s Sxpper, molt judi- 
cious Chriſtians do ſuppoſe and believe that the Zora®s Supper came in 


the room of the Paſſover, and that tho Infants did partake of the one, 
| yer. 
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"I (16) | | 
yet they are excluded from the other. Where then-would your Ad- 
vantage be, if we ſhoyld. grant. you that Baprz/m might come in the 
ravm: and ſtead of- C:rcamciſton ? you wauld ſtill be as far to ſeek for 
Infant-Baptiſm-as ever you were. For you know, it is not Cir- 


_ cumcifien and Baptiſm, running parallel in ſome things, that will make 


them parallel in every thing ; and by the ſame Rule yau grant them 
to differ in the caſe of omen, why may they not alſo difer in the caſe 
of Infants ?.. - x | 

- Yaur'other two Texts, is 1 Cor. 10. 2. and 1 Per. 3. 21. the one 
ſpeaks of the //raelites being baptized unto Moſes, in the Cloud, and 
in the Sea ; and the other of Noah and his Family being ſaved in the 
Ark,, &c. Now let all the World judge how theſe Texts prove 
Circumciſion to be a Type of Baptiſm. What courſe ſhall we take to 
frame an Argument from theſe Texts for ſuch a purpoſe ? Gentlemen, 
becaule | perceive you are {uch Friends to a Syllogiſtical way of argu- 
ing, -Iletry bew well 1 can do your work for you, which you feem 
to have no Stomach to do for your ſelves. 

Firſt, thus, /f the Cloud and Sea were a Type of Baptiſmn, then Circum- 
ciſion was a Type of Baptiſm + But this Text implies, That the Cloud and 
Sea were a Type of Baptiſm : Ergo, Circumciſuon was. 

Again, If Noah s Ark were a Type of Baptiſm, then Circumciſion was 


fo: But Noalvs Ark was a Tyye of Baptiſm : Ergo. 


But it you think this Hypothetical way of Syllogizing is not ſo good 
as the Catagorical way ;, Vie try how they will look whea they are laid 
down Catagorically. 

Then thus it muſt be; The Cloud and the Sea were a Type of Baptiſm * 
But Circumciſion was the Cloud and the Sea: Ergo, Circumciſion was 4 
Type of Baptiſm. Ei 

Again, Noah's Ark, was a Type of Baztiſm: But Circuniciſion was 
Noah's Ark : Ergo. - ircumciſivn was a Type of Baptiſm, 

If our Gentlemen (honld not like theſe Arguments, I would adviſe 
them to ſtudy a better Cauſg,that they may know haw to mend them: 
In the mean time, whoever 1s in love with ſuch Logick, ler then go 
to theſe Gentlemen to learn 1t. 

But Gentlemen, 1 have not yet done with your Jewiſh Cyſfom, I am 
willing to paraphraſe a little farther upon it before I paſs it : Whcre- 
fore, in the firſt place, I muſt needs tell you, that I ſce no reaijon but 
why we may yet queſtion the very Truth of 1t, even with reſpect to 
matter of Fact; for although 't13 true | lay no great ſtreſs upon the 
Bulineſs, for I do not much care whether it be true or falſe ; yet I can- 


not 
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© not but reckon it is at leaſt lawful to queſtion whether your Story be | 

" true or no.eſpecially a Truth of ſuch an ancient ſtanding as you talk of, 

2 and not only ſo, but a Truth ſufficient to make the Bottozr and Foanda- 

7 tion of a Goſpel-Ordinance, You had need of good Evidence, Sirs, to 

* palliate your Boldneſs ; but if you had far better Evidence than you 

+ have, as to Matter of FaCt, it will not excuſe you it impoſing it upon 

' us as a Goſpel-Duty : How great is your Folly then if it ſhould hap- 
pen to be but a Fiition, which ſeems at leaſt to be likely, if we 
ſerioully conſider theſe twoor three Things ? 

Firſt z Becauſe there is not the leaſt mention of ſuch a Thing in all 
the Old and New Teſtament ; the Scripture knows nothing of ſuch a 
Story, which is a very probable Argument to prove it falle : For if 
there had been ſuch a remarkable Cyſfom amongſt the Fews ſo long 
ago as you intimate, 1s it not ſtrange, that neither Moſes, nor any of 
the Old Teftament Writers, nor our Saviour, nor any in the New Te- 
ſtament, ſhould ever glve us the leaſt hint of ſucha Thing ? And yet 
you confidently dictate, that our Saviour took that Cuſtom, and turn'd 
it into a Goſpel-Sacrament, and yet never gave us the leaſt Signification 
that ever there was ſuch a Cuftom in the World : Which docs,at leaſt, 
very ſ{trongly imply one of theſe two Things. Firſt, Thar either 
there never was ſuch a Cuſtom in the World in thoſe Days; or if there 
was, our Saviour had nothing to do with it, at leaſt in your Senſe ; 
your choice of either (Gentlemen) wholly deſtroys your Cauſe. 

Bat Secoraly ;, Matter of Fat may yet be doubted, becauſe, as far 
as | can yet percetve, this Story 1s originally taken out of the Fews 
Fictitious and Lying Talmud; 1n which is contain'd ſuch a Bundle of 
fabulous and ridiculous Stories, which almoſt every Man in his Wits 
15 ſo far from believing, that they muit rather conclude them to be 
abominable Faiſhoods. | 

Thirdly ; Becauſe, as Sir Norton Knatchbull obſerves, (as I find him 
quoted by Mr. Danvers ) there is a difference in this Matter even be- 
tween the Jewiſh Rabbries themſrlves: two eminent Rabbres that were 
Contempoearics, plainly contradicting each orher in this Point,even as 
to matter of. FaCt; Elezer affirm d that the Proſelytes were Circumciſed 
and not Baptized, and Rabbi Joſhuah atteſted the quite contrary, thar 

, they were Baptized and not Circumciſed* Whereupon Sir Nort»n de- 
* mands to which of them muſt we adhere, to Eliezer that aiirms what 
the Scriptures teach, or to Joſhnab that allerts what the Scriptures ro 
; where teach ? All theſe things well conſider'd, it ſeems ts be more 
than probable to be but a lying Invention. - 
| ! 


| (19) 
[ confeſs, had you not brought this Story as a Baſis of that which all 
Chriſtians count part of Divine Worſhip, I ſhould not ſo much have 
concern'd my ſelf in queſtioning the Truth of it, neither had your | 
Weakneſs been ſo apparent, whether the Story had been true or falſe , 
we might have beliey'd jult what we had liſted in it without being one 
jot better or worſe. But now, Sirs, with reſpect to what you bring it , 
for, nothing leſs than Scripture-Teſtimony ought to ſerve the turn ; 
therefore your Diſingenvity (to ſay no worſe) appears to be exceed-. 
ing great in going about to put us off with the Story of Alexander the | 
Great.Cato ard Hanmbal, Alas! Sirszwe may make a pretty good'Thift ' 
to believe ſuch things as theſe, if Human Teſtimony do but hang well ' 
together about them, becauſe they are of rhe {:me Nature and Con- * 


.cernment with the Teſtimony that gives tizm 5 and if they ſhould 


happen to be falſe, yet our Souls have no Dependency upon them. 
But if any Body ſball tell me that Alexander, or any Body elſe, conſul- 
ted the Ap:tle Pal about Baptizing Bells and Pots, and the Anoftle"s 
Anſwer was that it is a Chriſtzaz Duty ſo to do, *ws part of God's Di- 
vine Warſnip, and it ought to be done in the Name of the Sacred Tri- 


_ nity; and ſhould refer me to ſome ola Human Hiftory to prove it by as 


a Divine Truth ; I ſhall only ſay.,that he that takes this for.good pay, 
deſerves to be cheatcd. 

"But Secondly ; If your Story, as to matter of Fact, were unque-: 
ſtionably true ; and that it's ſo certain that the Fews had ſuch a Caſtom, 
that none needs doubt it, this would be iar from beivg ſatisfattory to 
the matter in hand : For firſt, Who bad them do it ? Did they come 
honeſtly by this Cuſtom ? Was it appointed and approved of by God, 
or was it not ? If you ſay it was, you cavnot but reckon your ſelves 
oblig?d to prove it : Andif it was-not.of God. but their own Super- 
ſtitious Invention, what does it ſignify to us Chriſtians, any other- 
wiſe than to*admoniſh us to take heed that we do not provoke God 
by our fooliſh Inventions as they did ? And can it be imagin'd that 
God ſhould aboliſh his ewn Appointments, and ratify and conſecrate one 
of their God-proveking Cuſtoms, as aDivine Sacrament in the room and 
place thereof, tobe a binding Duty upon all Chriſtians ? Sirs, if you 
dare aſlert ſach a thing,you had need to have ſpecial Evidence to bear 
you out in it 3 and yet behol& you have none at all, notwithſtanding. 
you can venture very boldly to tell us that there was no need to have! 
this expreſly ſet down, .in what Method and what Perſons, whether 
Infants or not,. the C#ſtow being ſo well known before-hand ; when; 
it way not only be queſtion'd,. whether Chriff and his Apoſtles knew! 
| anyl 
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7 -any thing of it, or whether you know any thing of it our Telyesfrom 


\ 
$ ſtian World that know nothing at all of this Caſtom;, What mult all 


good Anthority ? But ic's evident thereare many thouſand in the Chri- 


theſe pocr Creatures do that have nothing to Inform them into their 
Duty in this matter, but the Scripteres ? Do not you'2 \ittle too plain- 


© Iy give us to underſtand, that the Scripture ſignifies nofhing to our In- 


ſtruction or Direftion herein? And if it be our Daty to baptize our 
Infants,we are like to know nothing of it from hopes. But thoſe that 

imate many are) 
muſt of neceſfity- remain ignorant how to ſerve and pleaſe God in this 
particular, unleſs by conſulting the Jewiſh Talmud they can arrive at 
that Happineſs 3 for it ſeems by this Paſſage of yours it is in vain to 


- conſulr the Scriptures about it, «Res ſtupenda & borrfhiaa 1 &c. 


The Second Queſtion you undertake to anſwer is&his, What certain 
#ndubitable Grounds can we bave for the prattice of Infan'*- Baptiſ! my * 

Your Anſwer W now direct and poſitive, from the Scripture. 
Gentlemen, I do aſſure you, I am very glad of this Anſwer ; 


| for then, I hope, we ſhall hear no more of thatgold Fewiſh Cuſtom, 


which has lain ſo long in our way : If you had thought of this 


| ſooner, you might hare fav'd your ſcives gnd me too, a great deal of 


Labour : for hitherto,the Fewiſh Cuſtom has been the only Oracle that 
one would have thought, might have been ſufficient fully to have 
decided the Controverſy : for it does not only prove Circumciſon 


a Type of Baptiſm, but it goes further, and anſwers the maiqg 06- 
jeftion in that caſe ; for though Women were not circumcis'd, and fo 


one would think ſhou!d þ17e been excluded from Baptiſm : No, not 
ſo; this old C:ſtom take; that quite off : for, inaſmuch as Men, We- 


' meu and Children, among the Heathen, wcre baptiz'd by the Jews, 
| it wholly anſwers that Objetion ; and one would think, ſhould fully 


8; 


rove the whole Controverſ(”, that Men, Women and Children, are 
all.the Subj:&ts of Bapriſizy, Who could —_— that afrer all this, 


* we ſhould necd to be beholden to che Scripture for Infant-baptiſm ? But 


however, the caſe it ſeems is alter'd, the Scripture muſt now do the 
buſineſs : And I freel; confeſs, that if tit do but appear from Scrip- 
ture, that either 1afazs were baptiz d by God's Appointment, or 
ought to be Baptiz'd, we ought tc be filent in the Caſe. But what 
Scripturos are theſe, that thus certainly and indubitabiy rrove Infant- 
baptiſm! Why the firſt is, Math. 23. 19, 25. Goo Reader, do fo 
much as read the Text, and ſee elic if it do not : 5 bus it reads, Go - 


y "fy « | 
4 ye therefore, and teach all Nations, baptizimg them 4 the Name of the Fa- * 
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[ confeſs, had you not brought this Story as a Baſis of that which all | 
Chriſtians count part of Divine Worſhip, I ſhould not ſo much have 
concern'd my ſelf in queſtioning the Truth of it, neither had your 
Weakneſs been ſo apparent, whether the Story had been true or falſe ; 
we might have believ'd jult what we had liſted in it without being one | 
jot better or worſe. But now, Sirs, with reſpect to what you bring it | 
for, nothing leſs than Scripture-Teſtimony ought to ſerve the turn ; 
therefore your Dilingenvity (to ſay no worſe) appears to be exceed- 
ing great in going about to put us off with the Story of Alexander the 
Great,Cato and Hanmbal, Alas ! Sirs,we may make a pretty good'Thift 
to believe ſuch things as theſe, if Human Teſtimony do but hang well 
together about them, becauſe they are of the am* Nature and Con- 
.cernment with the Teſtimony that gives tizm ; and if they ſhould ' 
happen to be falſe, yet our Souls have no Dependency upon them. 
But if any Body ſball tell me that Alexander, or any Body elſe, conſul- 
ted the 4p:te Paul about Baptizing Bells and Ports, and the Aroftle"s 
Anſwer was that it is a Chriſt#anz Duty ſo to do, *Ls part of God's Di- 
vine Warſiip, and it ought to be done in the Name of the Sacred Tri- 

_ nity; and ſhould refer me to ſome old Human Hiftory to prove it by as 
a Divine Truth ; I ſhall only ſay,that he that takes this for. good pay, 
deſerves to be cheatcd. 
'Byt Secondly ;, If your Story, as to matter of Fat, were unque- / 
itionably true and that ir's ſo certain that the Jews had ſuch a Caſtom, 
that none needs doubt it, this would be iar from betrg fatisfattory to 
the matter in hand : For firſt, Who bad them do it ? Did they come 
honeſtly by this Cuſtom ? Was it appointed and approved of by God, 
or was it not ? If you ſay it was, you cannot but reckon your ſelyes 
oblig?d to prove it : Andif it was not.of God. but their own Super- | 
ſtitious Invention, what does it ſignify to us Chriſtians, any other-' 
wiſe than to*admoniſh us to take heed that we do not provoke God * 
by our fooliſh Inventions as they did ? And can it be imagim'd that * 
God ſhould aboliſh his ewn Appointments, and ratify and conſecrate one 
of their God-provoking Cuſtoms, as aDivine Sacrament in the room and 
place thereof, tobe a binding Duty upon all Chriſtians ? Sirs, if you 
dare aſſert ſach a thing,you had need to have ſpecial Evidence to bear 
you out in it 3 and yet behold you have none at all, notwithſtanding 
you can venture very boldly to tell us that there was no need to have® 
this expreſly ſet down, .in what Method and what Perſons, whether ' 
Infants or not, the Cuſtom being ſo well known before-hand ; when 
it may not only be queſtion'd,. whether Chreff and his Apoſtles hw 
£ any 


| ('r9) 
1 7 any thing of it, or whether you know any thing of it your ſelyes from 
m | good Authority ? But it's evident there are many thouſand in the Chri- 
c | ftian World that know nothing at all of this Caſfom ; What mult all 
| theſe pocr Creatures do that have nothing to Inform them into their 
h | Duty 18 this matter, but the Scriptures ? Do not you 2 "ittle too plain- 
« | ly give usto underitand, that the Scripture fignifies nothing to our In- 
** ſtruction or Direction herein? And if it be our Daty to baptize our 
? ? Infants,we are like to know nothing of it from thence ? But thoſe that 
| areignorant of the Cuſtoms of Nations, (as you ir.imate many are) 
- 4 muſt of neceſlity. remain ignorant how to ſerve and pleaſe God in this 
j : particular, unleſs by conſulting the Jewiſh Talmud they can arrive at 
 # that Happineſs 3 for it ſeems by this Pailage of yours it is in vain to 
z + conſulr the Scriptures about it, *Res upenda & horrenda ! &c. 
The Second Queſtion you undertake to anſwer i& ;his, What certain 
"  4#ndubitable Grounds can we have for the praflice of Infar.:-Baptiſm 7 * 
: Your Anſwer # now direct and poſitive, frum the Scripture. 
Gentlemen, I do aſſure you, I am very glad of this Anſwer ; 
' for then, I hope, we ſhall hear no more of that, old Fewiſh Cuſtom, 
which has lain ſo long in our way : If you h; thought of this 
; Tooner, you might hae ſav'd your ſcives gnd me too, a great deal of 
' Labour: for hitherto,the Fewiſh Cuſtom: has been the only Oracle that 
: one would have thought, might have been ſufficient fully to have 
; decided the Controverſy : for it does not only prove Circumciſion 
' a Type of Baptiſm, but it goes further, and anſwers the main Ob- 
: jeftjon in that caſe ; for though Women were not circumcis'd, and fo 
one would think ſhou'd 7c been excluded from Zaptifm: : No, not 
fo; this old Cuſtoms take; that quite off: for, inaſmuch as Men, We- 
meu and Chiidren, among the Heathen, wcre baptiz'd by the Jews, 
2 it wholly anſwers that Objection ; and one would think, ſhonld fully 
; Prove the whole Controverſ', that Men, Women and Ciilaren, are 
4 all the Subj:&ts of Baprtiſ::y, Who could imagine, that after all this; 
' we ſhould necd to be beholden to che Scriprurg for Infant-baptiſm ? But 
however, the caſe it ſeems is alter d, the Scriprare muſt now do the 
buſineſs : And I freel; confcfs, that if it do but appear from Scrip- 
ture, that cither Infams vere baptiz d by God's Appointment, or 
ought to be Baptiz'd, we ought © be filent in the Caſe. But what 
% SCrFipturos are theſe, that thus certain!y and 'naubit abiy r9Ve Infant- 
' baptiſm? Why the firſt is, Iatth. 23. 19, 25. Gon Reader, do ſs 
much as read the Text, and ſee elic if it do not: 5 bus it reads, Go 


ye therefore, and teach all Nations, baptizimg them in the Name of the Fa- * 
| 2 thcrs 


Ws ad 


ther, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt : Teaching them to obſerve all 


tnings whatſoever, I have commanded you. Certaioly, Sirs, you mult be | 


Gentlemen by ycur Boldnels, clſe you durſt not have ventur'd up- ; 


on ſuch a Text as thi:, to have prov'd /rfant-bapti/m Sure you can- 
not but think,, *hat any Text in the Bible will prove it as much as 
this; and thereare abundance of Texts that hgyve leſs in them againſ# 
it. I wonder why you did not urge them by Dozens ! But, Sirs, 
what reaſon had you to bring this Text for 1nfant-baptiſm ? Does not 
the Text rather plainly exclude them, when it faith, Go, reach all 


Nations, and then bap:ize them ? Pray, Sics, conſider, and anſwer * 


plainly, if you dare venture to be ingenuous ; Is any more, or any 
other, here commanded to be bapriz'd, than what are firſt commanded 
to be r4vgbt, and that too, by the Apoſtles preaching of the Goſj pel 
to theni, as it i;,<cxpreſs2d in Hark 16. 15, 16. a parallel Place, where 
this fame Comni? ion is repeated ? lf this be not excluſive of Infants, 
| wiſh you wou!.l let us know what is. But, ſay,you, the Order of 
Words 1a the Commiſſion, does your buſineſs : Well, Sirs, if it do, 
we are well contented ; for we are very well pleas'd, with that Or- 
der that our Sa-our has here laid down : And I plainly perceive, 
that with all your Art and Learning, (though you feem to have a 
great mind to it) you afe not able to diſorder them, to ſerve your 
purpoſe. *The words in the Commiſſion, you ſay, is, atheteuſate 
pinta ta ethne, diſciple all Nations ; and then follows, Baptizontes kai 
didiſcontes, and this you ſay, in, your ſecond Paper, you ſhall ever 
ſtanu by, ( as the Senſe and Scope of this Commiſion ) to wit, diſci- 
ple all*Nations, Baptizing and Teaching them. Good now, Sirs, ſtand 
your ground ; mean but honeſtly, and there's no danger of Diſcord 
from any that I know of. What do we fay, or plead for, more or 
+ leſs, than you have thus far. plainly given us? We freely grant, that 
the Word Matheteuſate ſignifies to diſcipulize, aiſciple, or make 
D3ſciples : and this muſt be done, by this Commilſion, before Perſons 
are to be baptiz?d: and when that?s done, they are to be baptiz?d, and 
after that, ſtill to be taught, to grow in Grace and Knowleag, that they 
may go on to Perfettion. Now, Sirs, it this be the thing you reſolve to 
itand by, we bid you God ſpeed ;, you will hardly meet with any Diſ- 
fenters among the Baptiſts. Yet though you-not only grant, but plead 
to this purpoſe, in your firſt Paper, and tell us you are reſolv'd to 
ſtand by it, in your ſecond: You have no mind we ſhould take this 
Senſe into our hands, though you know not well how to keep it in 
your own ;, neither have you any mind to keep to it your ſelves, when 


all's 


F 
ts 
y 


i 
= 
L, 
>: 
x 
; 


a, 


” 


(21) 
all's done ; for you ſtrangely ſtrive to ſhrink away from it, as ſoon as 


ever you hive laid it down; and very odly make theſe two incon- 
ruous Obſervations from the Text ſo read : 


Firſt, Infants are not excluded from Baptiſm, as is generally believ'd ' 


by Anabaptifts. | 
Secondly, A Perſon may be baptiz'd before he be taught. 
Certainly, Sirs, you can neyer think, that theſe two Propoſitions 
receive Countenance and ——_ 
If Infants are not excluded fro 


by this Text, without being-firſt taught, pray be ſo kind as to tell us, 


who by this Text, are zot to be baptiz'd. If you think none are ex-" 


cluded, or if there can be none in the World, that are nor to be bap- 
tiz'd, I wiſh you would tell us ſo in words at length, that we might 
readily give you the Reputation of extraordinary Doctors of Diviglty. 
Pray, Gentlemen, tell us alſo plainly, how you think the Apoſtles, by 
virtue of this Commiſtion, were to make Diſciples of Chriſt, in order 
to their being baptiz'd: Were they to make People Diſciples of Chriſt, 
meerly by look;ing upon them, without ſpeaking a word to them ? This 
indeed ſeems to be the Delign of your ſtruggle in your two Papers ; 
namely, that the Apoſtles were to diſciple People to Chriſt, where-ever 
they came, without teaching them any thing in order thereunto. 
Which he that can believe, certainly need ſtick at nothing : for if 
People may be Diſciples of Chriſt, without being taughr, then they 
may be Diſciples of Chriſt without learning any thing at all; and 
if ſo, then ſure one would think, that all the World ſhould in every, 
or any Capacity, ipſo fatto, be Diſciples of Chriſt. And yet again, 
they were to be made Diſciples before they could beſo; and the A- 
poſtles were to ao ſomething in order to the making them ſo : but 
what that was, who can Imagine, for they were not to /peaka word to 
them, to teach them any thing about it. Sirs, why do you ſtrive thus, 
by your confuſed Confidence, to deceive People, and bring them into 
a miſerable Maze ? Beſides, if this were the Deſign of the Commiſ- 
tion, that the Apoſtles were to make Diſciples without Teacking, then 
theſe two things will follow : Firft, That our Tranſlators of the 
Text, were either very 1enorant, and knew.not how to tranſlate the 
Words as they ſhould have done 3 or elſe very unfaithful, that they. 
did not : For they have. by their Tranſlation of the Text, given us 
occalion to believe, almoſt whether we will or no, that Teachins muſt 
precede Baptiſm : and really, it ſeems to agree ſo mightily; not on- 


of | Poſs 


ation from this Text : 'For firſt, 4 
Baptiſm by this Text, good now + 
do ſo much as tell us who are. Secondly, If Perſons may be baptized, ® 
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"ty with Reaſon it ſelf, but alſo with other Scriptures, that we can 


do no leſs than think it true. 2dly, 1f this were the Senſe and Deſign 
of the Place, then if the Apoſttes had ever preſum'd to preach the 
Goſpel to any Body, before they had baptiz'd them, they had gone 
quite beſides their Commiſſion,and broke the Command of their Ma- 
ſter : for cither they were to teach People by this Commiſſion, be- 


| fore they baptiz'd them, or they were not : if they were, then all 


your ſtrange Prattle to the contrargis gone ; ut they were not, then 
that which I have ſaid muſt follow : Or eltſe-there muſt be two Com- 
miſſions in this one, contra-diſtinCt to each other, given out in the 
ſelf-ſame Words, which can 'be but of one Sigmhcation, and yet 


muſt be underſtood in two, quite contrary to each other ; that is, 


you ſhall, and you ſhall not, teach People before you baptize them : 
And how conſonant theſe things are to Scripture and Reaſon, let all 
the World judg. But, alas ! were it not for the ſake of the poor Ig- 
norant World, that are apt tobe taken with any thing you ſay, we 


5 Inced not take any pains to-.confute you; for after you had been ped- 
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 -ling a while, to make Folks believe, that the Apoſtles were to make 
Diſciples without Teaching, you preſently, even 1n the Proſecution 


of your Proof; contradi( and. confute your ſelves : for you ſay, Ma- 
thetenſate, which ſignifies, to diſciple aft Nations, ts a, general Word, 
and contains in it the other two that follow : viz. Baptizontes kai di- 
daſcontes, Baptizing and Teaching ; the Commiſſion us to diſciple, and 
the Manner how, u Baptizing and Teaching , both it ſeems, as well as 
one; without which a Diſciple cannot be made. Is not this a clear 
Confeſſion, that Teaching is as necellary and eſſential to the makin 

of Diſciples, as Baptizeng ? And it fo, what will you do for Infant- 
Diſciples ? Are you not as far to ſeek now,as ever you were ? What 
are you the nearer, if this be true, to baptize your Infants, unleſs you 


reach them too? you even leave them as you found them, no more 


Diſciples of Chriſt, than they were before : and if {o, had not you 
better {till let the Needle go before the Thria, (or Teaching before Bap- 
ting) than thus to ſtrive to teach the World a ridiculous Trade, and 
take a deal of Pains to no purpoſe ? Though when all's done, it's very 
plain from Scripture, that Perſons may be made Diſciples of Chrilt be- 
fore Baptiſm, as indeed they ought, evenby this Commiſſion of our 
Saviour; and that by Teaching too, and thento be baptiz?d- and this 
is not only agreeable to the Current of Scripturein many other places, 
but particularly moſt exa&ly to Foh. 4. 1. Jeſus made, and baptizd more 
Diſeple than John : firſt made them Diſciples,then they were _—_ 

; | econ Y 5 
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Secondly ;, You ſay, Children are capable of Proſelytiſmn, 44 may be ob» © 
ſery'd from our Saviour 's Woras, Suffer little Children to come unto me 5, * 
which your preat Skilt in the Greek , tells us 1s the ſame with, to Froſeiye. 
Now how you would be underſtood here I know not, whether you 
reckon that their bare coming to Chriſt were their Proſelytiſm; or, 
whether they come to Chriſt-with a deſign and purpoſe to be proſely- + 
ted to him ſome other way ? If the former, then all that came to Chriſt 
(when he was upon Earth) upon any account whatſoever, (thoit - 
was to betray him). were immedlately by that very ACt proſclyted to- 
him, the Act it ſelf was their Proſelyr:/m ; but if they came with a de-- * 
fign and purpoſe to be proſelyted to Chriſt by any other way, as he- 
pleaſed to direct and inſtruft them, then certainly they could not be 
ſuch eight-days-old Proſelytes as you frequently baptize. Now, Sirs, 
we deny not, but when Chriſt was perſonally upon Earth, little 
Children might either come to him, or be brought to him,upon divers 
occalions,.as well as others z, and fo far as hat very thing made Proſe. . | 
tytes of: ther, ſuch Proſelytes let them be, who ſhall hinder it ? But 
then that Act muſt be perform?d, or elſe that Proſelytiſm has no being. 
But now Chriſt is not npon Earth, Ergo, there's: no- inſiſting upon - 
this now ; And whoever is capable of coming to Chriſt now, with a 
Deſign and Purpole to be proſelyed-to him, by Faith, Repentance, 
Love, Ge. let thenrbe young or old, we are fo far from hindriog 
them, that we had rather do all we can to help them forward. But, 
if this don't pleaſe you, good now do ſo much as tell us plainly, 
' what you mean by Proſelytiſm, when you ſay, Children are capable of © 
Proſelytiſm, wherein lies their Capacity, or what is i they are capa- 
ble of doing ?- or whether there is any thing requir'd of them in or- 
der the:eunto? If any thing, what ? If nothing, why ate not all- 
Proſelytes as well as any ?* or how ihall we do to know the Capacity 
of *a Believer's Child, from an Unbeliever's ? If they are both alike in . - 
Capacity, then there is no difference : If there. is a difference in the. 
Capacity of the Children of Believers and Unbelievers, pray tell rs 
where it lies ; eſpecially, ſince the. Children that came to Chriſt, . | 
were Children indefinitly : or whether it be any Child's Ferrze to be - 
a Profelyte, or faw{rthat it is not, ar whether this. young Profelyte, 
you talk of, underſtands any thirig more of the Mind'of God in Bap-- 
:t+/92 with-it, than it or another did, or may without. it? For if it be- 
no - fitter-for Baptiſm with it, than it or another is withont-it, pray 
what is it you talk of? - For. we fay nofie are fit for Baptiſm, rthat- 


know.nothing of it, or care nothing, for it. But if its Qualifications... 
| fore: 


—_— CES T-F > 28S . --0, 
a 4 - ho " ©"RPE: - —S- « 
"A T7. FL . SY 7 Pap-S vg C " mu , "Fe w-—3 s = "== 
IM - - - - —_— CE, - ba & - 
- = —_ . SS - 
m_ _— . - ” — my ” —_ - = - - = - 
- - py - * - — - 


- (24) 

for Baptiſin be increaſed by it, tell us by what means ? Truly for 
ought I know, you may even intend as little by ic when you {ay they 
are capable of Proſelytiſm, than as if you had told us th2y are capable 
of Sleeping. But to enlarge no farther upon this, I ſhall only ſay that 
its a very plain Caſe, that this Text will do no Service for Infant- 
Baptiſm. 

Firſt, Becauſe there 1s not one Word of Baptiſm ſpoke of in the 
Text, tho recorded by three Evangeliſts ; andit is not likely that a 
Text that makes nothing for any Body's Baptiſm, ſhould make any 
thing for Infant-Baptiſn. 

Secondly, Becauſe our Saviour makes no improvement of ſuch an 
Argument as this to your purpoſe; and yet doubtleſs he knew as 
much of their Proſelytiſm as you. can pretend to know ; Andif he did 
not, pray, why ſhould you? He ſaw nothing in it for their Baptiſm, 
I marvel how you came to be ſo ſtrong-fighted : Yet you are ſo far 
from being able to prove that Chriſt baprized theſe Children, that we 
are able to prove he baptized them not ; as appzars, Joh.4.2. 7eſus 
himſelf baptized none. Andif ſo, this Text rather affords an Argu- 
ment againſt Infant- Baptiſm than for it. And if you will not believe 
me, I ſhall leave you to ſtruggle with Dr. Taylor about it z who tells 
us, . The Concluſion would with more probability be derived thus ; Chriſt 
bleſſed Children, and ſo diſmiſſed them, but baptized them not : Therefore 


Infants are not to be baptized, Let us ſee, Sirs, when you will be able 


co give us a better Arzument for it, than this is againſt it. 

You te!l us you meet with Inſtances of Children that have been. fo 
young, ſome before they could either go or ſpeak, that have had 
ſtrange Exits into another World : Well, and what then ? pray,what's 


all this to Infert-Baptiſm ? Certuiply,their going out of this World, ler 


it beby what Ex: it will,can be no Argument for their Baptiſm unleſs 
you will ſuppoſe that they ought to be baptized after they are dead, or 
elſe in the next World, by virtue of their ſtrange Departure out of ths : 
For you cannot make uſe of this Argument till you have it, and you 
cannot have it till you ſee and know their Exits into another World ; 
and then you have no ſooner got ie, but you have [of it, » Beſides, you 
cannot but know,that a thouſand ſuch Stories as theſ- are not at all to 
the Queſtion between us; for the Queſtion in this Caſe between you 
and your Antagoniſts, is not concerning the Srate of Infants, but rather 
concerning their Duty, if there « any ſuch thing in the World ; and 
if there be, whether Baptiſm be any part of it : If there be nor, then we 
think we may ſafely conclude [nfanr- Baptiſm to be no Duty. For Io 
ay. 
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fay, all the true Subjects of Baptiſm are bound in Duty and Conſience 
to yield Obedience to God in that Ordinance, which 1nfarts cannot do, 
neither is it required of them, neither do they loſe any Priviledg, or 
- one jot of God's Fayour through the want of it. Bur if you ſay the 
Duty lies not upon the fans, but upon the Parents ;, then if you 
would defend this Argument, you are bound to prove that God re- 
quires all ſuch Parents, whoſe Children make ſuch Exits at their 
Death, to baprize their dead Children ;, for they cannot come at this 
Argument ſooner : But as for all other Parents and Children,this Argu- 
ment concerns them not. And yet in the ſtrength of this' mſerable 
Argument,yon can valiantly trample upon your Antagonifts, and boldly 
tell the Worlds that you may (by virtue of this rare Argument) 
with all the Indignation imaginable, explode that uncharitable Poſition of 
the Anabaptifts, that ſay, Children have no more Right to Baptiſm than un- 
reaſonable Creatures : When, alas! this Poſition, let it be what it will, 
appears to be not one jot better or worſe, either for your Jndignation, or 
for the Argument from whence it flows. However, Sirs, we only ſay 
Infaxts have no Right to Baptiſm by God's Appointment, for God re- 
quires no ſuch thing of them, nor from them : if: you ſay they have, 
for my part I ſhould be very well pleaſed to ſee you able to prove it : 
But if you cannot prove it, you ought to be as well pleaſed to let it be 
otherwiſe, withont reflecting upon any Body. Now, indeed, there is 
a Conlequential Truth init, which I know you love dearly to aggra-, 
vate, if by any means you may render us obnoxious to the Hatred and 
Diſpleaſure of the Fooliſh. For I confeſs, it cannot properly be ſaid 
that they that-have no Right at all to a thing, can have any more Right 
td thar thing, than any erher thing that has likewiſe no Right to the 
ſame. And yet we havenot the leaſt uncharitableneſs in our Breaſts 
or Thoughts againſt Ifants; for we ſay they are not one tittle the! 
worſe for having no Right to Baptiſm, nor any thing the leſs in the 
Love and Favour of God without « : It only argues that Baptiſm is be- 
yond their reach and capacity and as it is ſo, God neither requires * 
nor expects they ſhould'be concern'd about it. And pray, Sirs, what's 
that to yow, or to ne either, if it be ſo? If this be the Caſe, who is it: 
you quarrel with ? Now, Sirs, tis you Pedo- Baptiſts rather that are ſo 
uncharitable toward poor /xfants, that unleſs you may have:your own - 
Wills, and have them bapriz d (as you miſcal it) not only whether 
they themſelves will or no, but even whether God will or no, you 
preſently grow ſo Surly and [l-condition'd towards poor harmleſs 
Babes, that there's ſcarce one in oy of youcan afford them a good 

word ; 


word ; and not only ſo, but condemn, cenſure and ſentence them far 
beyond what they dare pftrerid todo by any imreaſenable Creature. Be- 
ſides/all-this, Gentlemen, you forget that you your ſcives are guilty of 
the ſelf-ſame Crime, or at leaſt a Crime of the ſame Nature, which 
you here pretend with fomuch Indighation toexplode. And why may 
not we refleft upon you, as well as you upon vs,” by teſting you, That 
Tre may with all the Indignation 1maginable explode that wrcharitable Poſits- 
on of Prdo-Baptiſts, that ſay Infants have no more Right to the Lord's Sup- 
per than unreaſonable Creatures ? 1s not this altogether as ſayable'from 
your practice, as the other is from theirs? and'is not this as bad and 
as +cbaritable\ a Poſition as the other ? What's the Matter; Sirs,-that 
Fou Feet: ro be f6 quirk-ſighred abroad; atid i very'bligd'athome'? * 
-\'Byrabore all things, I perceive, I muſt not forget the tnſtance of the 
Rulers Daughter ; for it icens there lies ſo mAb Fhar for 
Infarit=Bapteſm, that it nivſt be reckon'd a pitte*of Cown?ds/eto evade 
it. Yon ay, you world as ſuch Perſons who deny" Trifans inegpable of 
Baptiſm; becanſe they can (ſhew-no attnal Sign of 4. + By-the*way, Sirs, 
muſt demand of you whoare the Perſons'Fbu man here,' "tbar deny 
Infants ts be uncapable of Baptiſm ? Surely you carmoer mean the People 
you call Anabaptiſts ;, tor they plainly fay,” that Infants are uncapable 
of Baptiſm : and if any will ſay that they can and do give Aftual Signs 
and Demonſtrations of their Incapacity in that Caſe;* hall not reckon 
K worth my while to contradict them. Here, Sirs, you ſeem to be ſo 
eager in the diſcharge of this Mortar-piece,” that you have miſerably 
&ver-ſhor your felves, which you it ſeems Jook?d ' upon to be ſo fortni- 
dable; that b<cauſe the Gemtlemanin his Animadverſions thought it had 
been empty, and ſo paſled it by asa »/eleſs thing; you reckon it ' was 
becauſe he was afraid to-come near it. Well, however, ſome Body it 
is you have a mind to ask what they think of the Kaler*s Daughter? Our 
Saviour ſay you,bid bimonly believe, and it ſhould be done. Would not any 
no#'be ready to' think, that ſurely this muſt- be ſome platn Tnſtance 
of Infant-Baptiſm? when they that are ſuppos'd todeny 1t are fobriskly 
andclofely call'd upon to rell their Thoughts of ſuch a particular Inſtance, 
that is in ſhort, without any Paraphraſe, brought to confate them. 
Certainly if it chance to prove a Story of anorher Naturc, and relate 
t0'&nother thing, ard not at allto Jnfant-Bapri/im, our Gentlemen then 
melt needs be ſtrangely impereznent, and deſerve to be: corretted in 
their Imperious Confidence. Now let any Body,for tryal-ſake,but read 
thzStory as it's recorded by three Evangeliſts, in Mat. 9. Mark'5. and 
Lnke $. and they wilt find ir to be only a Story, wherein is m—_ 
| wnded 
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her Father's Faith; there is not the ka 
M the Text : Our Sayiour doth. not fay,* believe, and thy Daughter 
ſhall be baprazed,;nor any thing tending, thereunto. And, Sirs,,:you 
ought to know; that if. you plead for /nfant- Baptiſm upon. the: Parents 
Faith, nothing, ſhort . of, fuch a-like. Inſtance will, -or-can, do-your 
Buſineſs : You know very. well, that whether a good Man's-Faith, and 
pious Endeavours, may or may not be available, in the behalf. of a 
Child, aWife, a Servant, a Neighbour, a Friend, yea or an Enemy &i- 
ther, in ſome reſpects, is. no part of the. Queſtion in Debate. And if 
you {hould affirm that.it may, and. ſometimes is available, whodo you, 
think will be your Enemy therein.? . Now far you #0. clap, your, Wings, 
as it were, and crowas if you had gat. ſome. famous Y:#ory, - by..di{+ 
charging this Piece, when you know you-havenot ſo.much as.k;f'd a 
Flea in your Enemies Quarters; What ſtrange Men are:you-?-Ppay,,. 
Sirs, why were you not fo publick- ſpirited as to bring in the Centuriox's; 
Servant to take his ſhare of Right, to Baptiſm, out of che common ſtock: 
of ſccond-band Faith ?. Was not his Maſters Faith ag available to lim, 
as the Rulers was to his Daughter ? Pray read the Story in Mat.$. and 
Lukg 7. and you-may. eafily perceive it was-ſo.. Now what Rule is this- 
for you-to baptize any of your Servants, whethes they believe 'or- not 
believe, meerly becauſe you. your ſelveshelieve, and plead their Right 
to Baptifza by virtue-of. your Faith Beſides, If- this. Argument were - 
good for the. purpoſe you bring it, 1Gangat imagine who mult be exy. 
cluded from Baptiſm :. For will not only take in any. ungodly Perſon 
whatſoeyers. upon whoſe account 2godly Man may; .in-lome reſpects, . 
prevail. with God ; bur it will gake in whole Cities of ungodly Men 
# bythe Lump, and make them all immediately true Subjects of Baptiſm, 
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withont any Change or Alteration at all in themſelves. For you know 
God, upon Abrabar*s Requeſt, ofter'd.to ſpare the whole City of 
Sodom, if there could have been-but Tex Righteous Perſons found in 
it : Andit had certainly been fav'd from that: fearful and amazing 
Ruin and Deſtruction that befel it, 1f only Ter had been there found. 
Now the Argument is the ſame in its Nature and Conſequence, tho they 
were not found as if they had been found , and if they.had been there 
found, pray tell us what you would have tq be the Conſequence of 
your Argument, concerning all thereſt of the Inhabitants ? And if 
God ſhould ſhew any Kindneſs toany City, Place or Kingdom xow 
a-days, upon the account of the Fazth and Prayers of ſome Righteous 
Perfdes, as there's no doubt but he doth, Would not this Argument 
turn all the Inhabitants immediately into Subjetts of Baptiſm? And 
who knows but in your next you may improve it to the utmoſt and 
why not? For it is of the ſame Stamp with the Raler's Daughter : And 
we know you are /aliant, and dare venture upon very great Under- 
takings. £4: 
Yiu likewiſe tell us, That "ts agreat Weakneſs to believe Children not 
baptized from the example of the Faylor. Indeed, Sirs, I rather think 
*tis a greater Weaknels for any to believe they were : If by that am- 
biguous Term, Children, you mean little Infants, ſuch as you frequent- 
ly baptize: And tis not your Syriac Latiniz'd that will help you at this 
turn. For pray, Sirs, what great Diſcovery bave you made by going 
to Sia, and there hearing of the Jaylor's Sons? You need not have 
taken that pains, (eſpecially ſince 'tis to no purpoſe) for we can freely 
grant you, without putting you to ſtruggle for it, that the Faylor 
might have ſeveral Sons,yea and Daughters too : And if he had had ten 
Sonz.and as many Daxgbters,l readily acknowiedg that in all.probability 
they were albaptiz'd. I will not ſo much as ſuppoſe that any of his 
Houſe, let them be Sons or Daughters, or Servants, or what elſe you 
pleaſe, were here exempted from being baptized. But yet ſtill, Sirs, 
you cannot chuſe but know (or elſe you muſt be horribly ignorant) 
that all this does yon no Service at all for Infant- Baptiſm; you are ſtill 
- but where you were, you have gain'd nothing ar all by this Syriac 
Bargain, tho you ſeem as great upon it, as1f you had been at ſome 
profitable Market: For ſurely nothing can be more evident,than that 
all that were here baptized in, or of, the Fayor's Houſe, were grown 
Perſons, and famous Converts, not only Aitaal, - but Ative, Lively, 
and Spiritows Believers, For how plainly does the Text tell us that they 
ſpoke the Word of the Lord to the Faylor, and to all that were in bis Houſe. 
Here 
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Here it ſeems teaching went before baptizing, however it.came about..® 
Bur do we hear of any /zfants yet ?: Altho we ſhould ſuppoſe them all 
to be Sons, which is-not probable,for there might be Daughters as well 
as Sons, and Servants as well aseither 2 But not an [nfant amongſt 
them ali-And when he and all his were baptized,he brings his welcome 
Priſoners into his Houſe, and like a good Chriſtian, ſet- Meat befare 
them, and rejoyced, believing in God, with all his Houſe. Suppoſe it were 
all the Sons of his Houſe ſtill, it's the ſame thing it's plain they were 
All Believers, let them be whoſe Sons they will. What a ſtrangs 
thing it is,that our Gentlemen cannot underſtand them to be Believers, 
meerly becauſe it's thought they might be Sons : -When alas !: the 
Fayler himſelf, no doubt, had a Father, and was certainly Some-body?s 
Son, Now it ſeems it lies within the reach of our Gentlemens Under= 
ſtanding, that the Zaylor himſelf might be a Believer, but they cans 
not think that his Sos ſhould be ſuch : Pray, Sirs, why might not 
the Faylor?s Sons, if he had any, be Believers as well as their Grand 
Father's Son ? ?Tis true any Body would be ready to think they might, 
and not only ſo, but that 1n reality they were ſo too. But then this 
quite ſpoils our Gentlemens Buſineſs,for they mult haye Infants,or they 
die. And therefore, rather than they will admit of this,-they'l ven- 
ture to tell you, 'rzs Nonſenſe to urge from the conſequent Text, that thoſe 
which were baptized, glorifyed and praiſed God, which Chilaren.could not 
do ; And that which proves it Nonſenſe, is, becauſe z only means ſuch 
as were capable of dving tt, Gentlemen, ?tis very true ; you are now in 
the Right, 'tis only meant of ſuch as were capable of doing it : But 
then ?cis 45 true, that it means allof the Faylor s Houſe that were bap- 
tized; for it s certain that althat were here baptized, were capable of 
ſo doing,” and did ſodo. If 1 be fo honeſt as to grant what you ſay in 
the former, hope you will not be ſo d:ſhoreſt as to deny what I and 
the Text both ſay in the latter : For it's a plain Caſe, that there were 
ro more baptized of the Faylor's Houſe than what were firſt Converted 
by the preaching of the Word of the Lord ;, and glorifyed God in the 
ſtrength of their Faith : But Ifarts are not capable of this : Ergo, AU 
your Infants are loſt. —=_ 
' Thert?; one profound Obſervation more which you make hereabouts, 
which I ſhall a little Remark, and ſo proceed to ſomething elſe. Ar 
therr. Rate, ſay ycn, we ſhall bave all the Children of Anabaptifts ftarved : 
For tis ſaid, he that will not work, let bim not eat : But Children muſt eat, 
tho not Capable of working, &c. But why I beſeech you at ther Rate, 
any more than at yorr Rate ? What is it that makes:hem ſo guy 
1” this 
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"Mis ſad ſuppoſed 1urder any more than your ſelves ? You: have not in 
any meaſure-made it appear, how rhey ſtand chargeable with ſach a 
Crime,” whillt: your ſelves remain Innocent - I wiſh you had attempted 
it, for aſſuredly, Sirs, fuch a Charge requires a Demonſtration, But in- 
akmuch 25-many ignorant People: will be apt to take-itfor-granted, 
meerly hecanſe:you tell them ſo, tho they know-no-more why than a 
Poſt: ſhall gueſs at your meaning as well as 1 can,and either clear the 
Raptiffs-of this frightfut Suggeltion, or elſe- bring you in guilty along 
with them. Now, I hope, we-may take this Propoſtion for granted 
without any more a-do; Namely, that you are not at all guilty of 
this ſtrange Plet-againſt all the Infants in the World, Now if Ecan bur 
make irappear, that if you be Innocent, they cannot be Guiky ;;. or if 
they bz Guilty, you cannot be Innocent : 1 hope you will be willing to 
diſmiſs them without Damage. Your meaning then certaialy,l think, 
muſt be to this purpoſe That forafmuch as the Bapriffs ſay that 7n- 
fants are nct to be baptized, becauſe not capable of beliewing ; They 
may 2s well, and do in effe&t ſay, that /7fantsmult not eat, becaufe 
not capable of werkzng ;, for tho Faith is repos of. grown Perſons ig 
ordef to Buptiſm, ſo is Working required-of-- shem 1n order to Eating. 
But now Infants may either be- baptized without believing, or elſe it 
will foliow that they may not.cat without workgng. Herein Lreckon 
| have done you the utmoſt Juſtice imaginable, in ſtating your Proof 
to the full, which you ought to baye dohe your ſelves ; but perbaps 
you durſt not, teſt your Folly ſhould have been the more. eafily diſco 
vered. Now, Gentlemen, I intend to join {ſue with you,. and ſee what 
Concluſion-we can bring it to. -Sirs, why may. not I as well.conclude, 
that becauſe you ſay that Infants are-nat to be admitted. to the Lord's 
Spper,: becauſe not capable of Self- Examination, or diſcerning the 
Lord*s-Body ; you may as well ſay that Jnfants mult not ear, becanls not 
capable. of workzng-: For tho Self. Examination Fc. Is required of grons 
Perſons, as previous to the Lord's Swpper, and worksng required of then 
in:order. to eating ;, But as for Infants they muſt either be admitted. to 
the: Lord's Supper, without Self-Examination, or elſe it will tollow that 
they muſt not car without working: And therefore at your Rate all your 
Childr>n muſt be fary'd, and-not only ſo, but the Race of all Chriſtians, 
nay of the whole World; muſt. ſaon be extirpated,, es you very botdly tell 
vs in your Paper. Nows. firs, your Charge b very fairly return'd 
pon your ſelves ; What ſay you,Gmwilty or nas Guilty ? To ſuppoſe you 
will.ptead Guy here, would be little leſs than to commir Sacriledg 
yctit you ſay Nor G wjlty, you.do in {Þ ſaying fully acquit your Ana. 
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gonſts: For now ir appears, that iff you be Innocent, they cannot be 
Guilty : Abd ſol hope this dreadful Tatthe of tarving Infants is blown 
over, and come to nothing. - Yet, Sirs,, I think you ovght to take 
ſome blame and ſhame too, tp your ſelves for being ſo mighty willing 
to expoſe and condemn your Neighbour for nothing. | fhalt only: 
fay thus much mere for the preſenrrto this matter,and to leave. it, viz. 
If you had 'but/clearly*provid-that God has given you thee like Comz 
mand and Authority to baprize Children ia their /nfaxcy,; as he hath: 
doneto Fathers and Mothers to feed them ig their /nfancy, you had then 
ſaid ſomething to the purpoſe.;- otherwiſe . you had tar better havs- 
INS - - 25.53 75: 78 26007; 
But the Textaith; AQ 2:39; The Promiſe u to you, and toyaur Chil: ' 
dren,” Well; 'Sirs,” #-doth fo: But how comes this Text..ta be ie 
thing to your'purpoſefor I»fant-Baptiſm? eſpecially, unleſs yau wers 
able to prove; that by Childrws/ here" is undoubtedly meant; 'Lnfanrs, 
which i-doabt you wil find ſuch a Task,*' as you will hardly everilive 
to finiſh : What, Sirs, 'do you take it for granted that [nfav'3: muſk: 1 
* here be underſto6d;-nieerly becauſe you find the. Word Children jar; 
the Text ? ' What.ſtrango Reaſoning is'this ? ' Is this one of '(yagr v#-": 
ceſſary and unavoidable Conſequences youtalk of in your Paper ? Why 
may you not as well conclude, that becanſe the Text tells us;'7Foſb, 2:2. 
T hat the Children of Renben and the Children of Gad builtthem an 4/-- 
tar: Ergo, The Infants of Renben and Gad were Maſons and Stone + 
Cutters.” And becauſe It's faid concerning the: Vertuous Woman, - 
Prov. 31: 28:* Her Children riſe np and call her Bleſſed: ©'F herefore her ? 
Infants of eight Days old did 16: And our Saviourſaithof Fernſalem, / 
How often would I have gather'd thy Children together, ' as. a Hen gathereth 
her Chickens under her Wings, and ye wouldnet ? Can it rationally be. 
ſuppoſed tharour Saviour here means /fants in the Cradle ?. And yet 
a licels Confideration wHF make-you capable of difcerning that Infarrs . 
are not more excludedby theſe Texrs,thanthey are'by rbis Text nom.in-* 
Hand. For if 1»fantiare here intended; then the Promiſe bere men- : 
tion'd, let it be what Promiſe it will, is not Condizzenal, but mult be: 
Abfolute: Bat the Promile here ſpoken of is not abſolute, but condai» 
onal : 'Etgn, &c. Repentance and Baptiſe« is here plainly requir'd, as 
the Meas or Condition leading to the Promiſe, unto which the Promiſe 
is annexed ;' without which the Promiſe is not-tobeclaim'd.. "And the 
Promiſe is here mention'd as a AMotive or Encouragement to perform the 
Duties or Condition requir'd. And who is it,: that in the reading the 


Text is not able todilcern this ? If you were not ſtrangely biaſed, or 
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devoted.to an Error, :methivks you might ecalily perceive, that by you 
and your Children in this[Text, is meant the Jews and thiir Poſterity af- 
ter them, as they ſhould come tocloſe with this DodQrine now tevehy 
them : Wherein they are all encourag'd to fall in with Chriſt upon 
the Terms of the Goſod. for Remillioh,of Sins and Salvation,notwith- 
ſtanding their great and unparallePd Wickedneſs, in killing the Lord 
of Life, and imprecating that dreadful Curſe upon themſelves,and their 
Children, or Poſterity, the cutting Senſe whereof, now upon their 
Hearts, might have been apt to have driven them to Deſpair, had 
it not been for Peter's Cordial : Wherefore the Apoſtle gives thetn to 
underſtand that God would not be ſo ſevere as to take ſuch Advantage 


thereby, but that upon their hearty Repentance, and Submiſſion to 


the Terms of Salvation required in the Goſpel,they and their Children, 


or Poſterity after them, upon the ſame Terms, ſhould certainly be re- 
ceived to Mercy. All that I ſhall ſay more to this at preſent, ſhall be 
only to.recommend to you the Sayings of two eminent Charch of Eng- 
land. Doftors, in Reference to this Text and Matter, Dr. Hammond, 
and Dr. Taylor. n 


If any, ſaith Dr. Hammond, have made uſe of that unconcludent Ar- 


gument, 1 bave nothing to ſay in defence of them : 1 think, ſaith he, the 
Prattice is founded upon better Baſis than ſo, and the word Children there, 
realy the Poſterity of the fews, and not particularly their Infant Chil. 
Ai 
And Dr. Taylor, upon this Scripture, ſaith 3 Thar the words ments- 
orwd in St. Peter's Sermon, are interpreted upon a weak, Miſtake : The 
Promiſe is to. you and your Children, therefore Infants are attually receptive 
of 3t,in' that Capacity ; that's the Argument : but the Reaſon of it i3 not yet 
diſcover d, nor ever will : for to you, and your Children, is to you and your 
Poſterity : to you and your Children, when they are of the ſame Capacity, in 
which you are receptive of the Promiſe: But he that, whenever the word 
Children is uſed in Scripture, ſball by Children iinderſt and Infants,muſt needs 
believe, that in all [ſrael there were no Men ;, but all were Infarts. And 
if that had been true, it had been the greater Wonder they ſhould overcome 
the Anakims,and beat the King of Moab ; and march ſo far, and diſcourſe 
ſo welt, for they were all called the Children of Iſrael. Now, Gentlemen, 
T leave yon to your liberty, whether you will, in this cafe, contend 
further, or ſubmit. | | | 
But you ſay, Children are in the Covenant, and they are holy, and of 
ſech 3s the Kingdom of Heaven, &c. 1 might here juſtly enquire, what 
you mean by /nfanrs being in the Covenant ; and whether you _ 
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& Infants in the World, or but ſome; if all, 1 wiſh you would tel 
us ſo ; if but ſome, then which are they ? or whether any thiog is 
requir'd of them, or is to be done by them, in order to their getting 
into the'Covenant ? if any thing, what ? if nothing, how came they 
in more than others? or whether it is their Yerrze to be wn, and the 
$S1n of others to be out ? or whether there is any d.ference in the Cas 
pacity of thoſe that are i», and thoſe that are oxr? 1s their Wildom, 
Knowledg, Judgment and Underſtanding, Increas'd by ir, or nor ? 
if yon ſay it is, you muſt make it manifeſt : bur if nor, then there 1s 
no difference bwixt them and others, in reſpect of their Finefs for 
Baptiſm, &c. I ſay, 1 might enlarge and 1aſiit upon ſeveral things 
of this kind : Which I confeſs, I could be glad to be relolv'd 1n : 
But for the preſent I ſhall not here inſiſt, but ſhall rather rake you 
at all Adventures ; and mean what. you pleaſe by all thele Allegat- 
ons, I ſhall endeayour to ſhew you, that there is nothins at al in 
them for your pxrpoſe. For what if 1 grant you all you ſay in theſe 
caſes, that Infants are in the Covenant, and Holy, and ſurb as ſhall be 


Javed, &c. what then? if you infer, that then, or therefore, they 


ought to bz baptis'd, I deny that Conſequence : - for by this Rule, 
Moſes might have baptis'd Infants as well as you, if a bare being in 
the Covenant, &c, were ſufficient to warrant the Prattice : however, 
Sirs, he might have circumcis'd them, the firſt, ſecond, or third Day 
after they were born, as well as to havye ttaid till the eighth Day : 
for certainly, they were as holy, and as much = the Covenant, and 
as fit for the Kingdom of Heaven the firſ® or ſecond Day, as they 
were the eighth: and what's the reaſog think you that he did not ? 
He might alſo have circamcs'd Females,” if this had been good Rea- 
ſoning, for there's no doubt to be made, but they were holy, and in 

the Covenant, and ſuch as (honld be ſaved, as well as the Males. Bur * 
if he had done ſo, would he not (think you) have been a Trax/- 
greſſor rather than a faithful Servant? Yet he might have taken vp 
your Plea, and defended himſelf altogether as well as you d9 or can, 
in the buſineſs of Infant-baptiſm : but it's a p'ain caſe, he did not /ike 
this Argument, But, Sirs, you ought to rem2mber that the ### and 
Pleaſure of God, ought in a ſpecial manner to he heeded in all ſuch 
Caſes : for it is the Command of God that gives Life and Being to all 
Duty, without which, all your Allegations are in vain : with which, 
we (hould gladly ceaſe to contend; and that's the reaſon why 
Infants were circamcis d preciſely upon the exghth Day, either before, 


or after, would certainly have incurr'd Diſplcaſure. And this was 
E Lat 
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that which kept Femgles from Circumciſion, tho holy and in Cove- 
nant, as well as Males. Nay, if Chriſt had not commanded Believers 
' to be baptis'd, their being Believers would not have juſtified the 
PraCtice, neither will it now j»ſtsfy any other Practice that he never 


commanded or appointed to be done. Beſides, Sirs, do you not herein 


fin, becauſe Grace abounds ? for is God ſo good and gracious, as to 
place our Infants in Covenant with himſelf, muſt we therefore take 
.the holy Name. of God in vain, and ſprinkle Water upon their Fa- 
ces, as if we ſuppos'd the Covenant worth nothing, ucleſs we confirm 
it with our own Jzventions, and clap a Seal to it of our own making, 
without any order from him ſo to do ? Sirs, if Infants be in Covenant, 
be content there to let them reſt, without diſturbing or interrupting 


them in it : be content with that, till you are able to make them ſen- 


ſible of the Obl:ipations that may lie upon them, by virtue thereof to 
diſcherge Duty towards God. 

I have only two Demands to make, and then I ſhall leave this to 
Conſideration : 

Firſt, Pray, Sirs, tell us, do you think Chriſt and his Apoſtles did 
not know as much of this Nature, concerning Infants, as you do ? do 
you think they were not as well acquainted with their being hely and 
in the Covenant, and ſuch as ſuld be ſav'd, as you are ? 1 hope, as 
Learned as you are, you will hardly venture to ſay, they did not : 
yet where did Chriſt, or any of his Apoſtles, give either Command 
or Permiſſion, to any Body, to bapti/e their Infants upon any of theſe 
accounts ? Where is there the leaſt Sign or Shadow of ſuch a thing, 
in all the New-Teſtament ?, Ii you know of any, pray prodece it, 
and let us ſee it, that we may read and underſtand ſuch a thing as 
well as your ſelves; and in ſo doing, the Controverſy would ſoon be 
' ended : butif there be no ſuch thing to be tound In Scripture, what 
does all your ſtir about theſe things ſignify ? if you ſhould argue and 
write for three ſeven Years tozether, what is1t all worth, unleſs you 
bring Scripture-warrant for what you affirm and praCtiſe ? 

My ſecond Demand upon this account, is as folioweth : Suppoſing 
all theſe things to be unqueſtionably true that you talk of ; that /n- 
fants are in the Covenant, holy, and ſuch a4 ſhall be ſaved, and what you 
pleaſe of that kind : How comes this to intitle them any more to 
Baptiſm than it doth to the Lord's Suxper? Whats the reaſon, (I be- 
ſeech you) you do not receive them to the Lord's Table upon theſe 
Accounts, as well as admit them to Bapts/m ? Are you able to give us 
an Inſtance in all 'the New-Teſtament of any that were accepted Gs fi 
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Subje&Xs of Baptiſm, and at the ſame time, as ſuch;' reckon'd and 
known to be fit for, and uncapable of the Communion'of Saints in 
the Snpper of the Lord? I marvel, Sirs, what you make of Baptiſm, 
that you !hould think Tafants (© fitly and fully qualify'd for that, and 
yet dare not renture to plead, either Right, or Obligation to any other 
Goſpcl-duty : 1s not Baptiſm a Goſpel-requirement as well as the Lora"s 
Supper ? a Command of Chriſt, an Ordinance of Heaven, and part 
of that Service and Obedience which Chriſtians owe to God, in and 
under the Goſpel? And do you think it ought not to be done with 
more Knowledg, Judgment and Reverence, than Infants of ſeven Days 
0:4 are capable of ? What Subjeftion, or Obedience to God, is there, 
or can there be, in a little Infant in the performance of that which 
you call its Baptiſm, when it knows nothing at all of the thing com- 
manded, nor of the Law-giver commanding, nor any reaſon in the 
World' why it ſhould, or ſhould nat ſubmit 3 neither is it capable of 
thinking cither well, or ill, concerning any thing relating thereunto ? 
How .then can it be done as a Duty, in Obedtence to Chriſt, as the 
anſwer of a good Conſcience towards God, when the Subje&t knows 
nothing of theſe things, and is altogether uncapable of the leaſt motsve 
to SubjeQion ? Bur if you ſay, nfcurs muſt notwithſtanding all this, 
be admitted to Baptiſn, certainly you muſt needs wrong them greatly, 
11 debarring them from the Lord's Supper. Gentlemen, theſe things 
ada be well conſiderd ; and then take Advice, and ſpeak your 
Minds. 

As to what you ſay about univerſal conſent of Churches, and Artiquity 
for Infant- Baptiſm, 1 ſhall not ſo much as concern my ſelf to enquire 
after the Trpth or Falſhood of the matter ; becauſe, ler it be true or 
falſe, all the while it is Scriprureleſs, there is not the weight of a Fea- 
cher in It : It neither hurts #5, nor helps you, in this Caſe. For what 
does all the Conſent you talk of ſignify, unleſs you can clearly prove 
the thing conſented to, to be Truth without it ? And if you can, then 
you have no necd of its help ; but if you cannot, it has no help for 
you; for it is not the greateſt Conſent imaginable that can make a 
Falſhood Truth ; It muſt either be Trath previous to that Conſent, or 
elſe It remains a Falſhood notwithſtanding that Conſent: The Conſent 
it {elf can be no Argument to prove it Tr#th. So that all that appears 
from this Argument, if all that you ſay were ſuppos'd to be unqueſti- 
onably true, 1s only this, That a great many People a oreat while agoe 
held me ; but whether they did well or ill, in ſo doing, 
ſtill remains the Queſtion, as much as eyer : And if it want the true 
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Primitive Mark-of Antiquity, let it be as old as it will, *us never the bet- 
ter for that, bur indeed the worſe ;- for that only ſerves to prove it 
an old over-grown Error. As oldas It is, it 1s not old enough to be 
Truth, becauſe from the beginning-it was not ſo. Tis in vain to talk of 
Amiquity, all the while voy want-the true ground thereof; for if that 
be wanting, all your ralk of Antiquity is ſo far from being an Argu- 
mehr for it, that-it is clearly an Argument againſt ic: For if. it b- 
very «ld, and of a long ſtanding, and yet not ofa enough to be Truth, 
its higtt time for us, even for that Reaſon, to reject and explode ir 
withlndignation. As a Learned Churchof England Doftor well ob- 
ſerves afd diredts, ſpeaking of old Popiſh Pretentions, When they ob- 
trade (ſaith he) their Revelations,or teach for Dattrines of God the Com. 
miuandinints of Men ;, we muſt ask them every one how they read in the Be- 
$immtmg.: We may not draw out of their Ditches, be the Current wever ſo 
long, whilſt we bave Waters of our own of a nobler tafte, which we ca eaſily 
trace back, tothe Chryſtal Spring, &C. 3 230+: 

The next Queſtion yon undertake to Anſwer, 1s, Whether Tnfant- 
Baptiſm i to-be found m Scripture ? Your Anſwer-is not exprefly in_ the 
Letter, but from neceſſary and unavoidable Conſequences, as, ſay you, we 
have already ſhewn, &c. Now, Gentlemen, if the latter part of your 
Anſwer here were but as true as the former 1s, I ſhould'very readily 
2ive you the Caſe, and Diſpute no more ; for | am clearly of the Opi- 
nion, that whatſcever is truly prov'd by zeceſſary and unavoidable Con- 

ſequences from Scriptwre, 'is ſufficiently prov d, as you ſay, to all dif. 
intereſted Perſons. But the miſery of ir is, we could never: yet ſee 
thele neceſſary and unavoidable Conſequences ; but your Conſequences 
are all ſo grievons ſick of one Diltemper ' or another, that all the 
Dofters in Chriſtendom will never beable to make them! ſound: And 
this we have pretty well found by your Conſequences hitherto produc'd; 
unto which | refer, having not-now time to repeat. Beſides, Gentle- 
men, if it be true, that there is nothing of 7nfant-Bapriſmto be found 
expreſly in the Letter of the Scripture, 1 cannot readily. underſtand how 
you can come by thole neceſſary and wnaveidable Conſequences you talk 
of: for tho it is true you may lay down a Propoſition in ſuch Terms 
3s Cannot be proved verbatim from Scripture, and yetI-confeſs irmay | 
be well enough prov?d- from very good Conſequences. But if there is e 
novhing at all expreſly in-Scripture about it, not oe Word in the Letter 
concerning it, I'me afraid you muſt be content to go without thoſe 
neceſſary and unavoidable Conſequences. Sirs, will you ſay that there 
1; nothing, of the Dottrine of the Trenzy, or three in one, to be found 


expreſly 


YO UIP 7” 


— IIS SO 


_OOCOTTrUOg,” VERIO 


i, YT EEE 


p ___. - 


WATT » 


COMPTPJ7 OC ERI—RT ro moor og 


(37) 

expreſly ip;the Scripture 2-18 thereagthingeexprefly of 'the- Godhead 
of Chrilt, -ar of.- bis being born, of+ the, Frgin ary; to be found in 
the Scripture? It there is noty for my-part 1 kiow no Reaſon. 1n- the 
\World they ſhould be received for fuch;Great and. Orthodox Truths: 
But if there ts, W hat [trange-Megare you to talk at this extravagant 
Rate, as if the Scripture ſpoke nathing expreſly, about theſe Miatgers 2 
And how boldly do you inlinuate and endeayour to-make the'Workd 
believe,: that [nfant- Bapti/m ls at, leaſt altogether as plain-in- Scripture, 
as Chriſt's being born of the Virgin Mary; . and. thgs. altogether: as 
dark and as hard.to be prov'd from Scgipture as {nfan-bapiifep. Now, 
Sirs, this [nſinuation is either true or falſe :; If, falſe,don.tyou deſerve 
to be ſeverely corrected for ſuch knperious:Fricks? But-j6:pou {ſtand 
by it, and-ſay it is true, How do you think, you; would come.off\b we 
ſhould join. iſſue with you. about it,.and briagthe matter t5a..Tryal? 
But. I confeſs.l have been ſo large hitherto, beyond my firſt Thoughts 
or Intentions, that. I ſhall ſay no more to this at. preſent, and not. much. 


to.what remains. wi Me. od | 20 31 4 
+ Theres no leſs thanthreeQueſtions.fallowing which you undertake 
to anſwer, which 1 reckon: ſo incon(iderable. and inſignificant, -boch 
Queſtions and, Anſwers, that .E;count it not worth my while to. ſpend: 
one.Line about them. -Itherefore purpoſely omit. them (time being 
precious with me). for the fake of {omething elſe, which 41-judg-more 
worthy to-be noted ; wherefore | wave the Fourth, Sixth and. Seventh 
Queſtions, and paſs on to the Eighth, and ſhall take ſome ſinall notice. 
of the-Fifth, laſt of all,, and ſo draw taa Cancluſion.:., - 1997, 
. Fhe Eighthand Laſt Queſtion:you undertake to anſwer, runs thus :- 


Whether Children bave Fauth or no, fince Faith. and: Repentance are pre- 


requ;ſite.to Baptiſm 7. To which you anſwer and ſay, That yau have. al- 
ready fhew'd rbat according #0 the Word: of the Commiſſion, Baptzing: goes: 
before Teaching Therefore. there is no ſuch pre-requiſiteneſs.as  ſome-dream 
of;,&c. But, Sics, iI tel you plainly.this is a meer idle {wagger, for 
you have ſhewed no:{uch matter, but-the contrary does moſt evident-- 
ly appear ; . therefore there is a greater , pre-requiſiteneſs: of Faith and. 
Repentance than you dream of, + Why. you: refer. us tg9 Ats.g. and tell 
us or Savimur was born King of. the” Fews, 1 cannot. imagine : I wiſh 1: 
did but know your Inference. But. you ſay further, Aamue Fauh as. 
pre-requiſite to Baptiſm, ,yau could anſwer that Children have Faith po+ 
tentia, . tha not in actu vitbili 5 as @1 Artiſt, when. he is. indeſpo#?d. or. ar- 
[leep is potentially an Artiſt, tbe rot abtugly. \. Lirs, it.S a, plain Caſe that: 
you meerly ſpeak what you liſt, not knowing what you fay,.nor whereof} 
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this kind of talk be allow'd youfor' good ? Whatſoever you have a 
mind your Infants ſhall bave, or be, pit Gut porertra to it, and it's done, 
What if you had been in the Humour to have told vs that Infants have 
the Greek Tengue and the teſt of the Oriental Lanzuages, and are as 
good Preachers agany in the World, potentia, tho not in atty viſtbili ;, as 
an Artyt when he ts a-ſleep, is potentially an Artift tho not attrally ? 
Could yon haveexptted tltat any Body in their Wits ſhould have re- 
garded you?” And why not in'rp2 1 marvel, as well as in the other ? 
Beſides, Sirs, whatcan'you mean by'Childrens hat ing Faith porentia ? 
You do not mean-thar they do «:tnally and viſibly believe; no by no 
means, that is not to be imagin'd.. Well, but what then dn you mean ? 
For my part | think iris partly the ſame thing, atif yog had told us 
only thar they have Power, Might, ' Srrength and Ability tb believe ; 
but yer;whatever the matter is; they de not believe : Notwithſtanding 
this potency of believing, they neither do, nor £2n make any improve- 
ment of it ſo as to do the thing. And 1f this be true, good now what 
is it you talk of when yon ſay Infants have Fatth potentia ? And yet 
if they have Power and Ability to doit, it maſt mreds'be their Sh if 
they doit not. 'So that our Gertlemen?s great Plea for Infiams ſeems to 
prove a very Fatal Charge againſt them, for the damning Sin of will- 
ful Unbelief maſt needs Iye vpon them, if they have Srrenprh, 7fiphe 
and Ability to believe, and make ho uſe of 1t tro a accordingly. 
Moreover, What reafon have you to conclude any Mar to be an 
Artiſt, tho but potentially ſo, when you ſee him aſleep, if on never 
faw, nor knew any thing at all of his being an A4rriff before? if he had 
been aſleep all the Days of his Life, you would have had ſmall cauſe 
to have counted him an' Arr, tho you had = the word potentia to 
it. But now farts have (to foltbw your Simile) been aſleep all their 
Life-time, in this caſe: You never, ſo much as faw, or knew of a 
time when they were ſo far awake, as to ſhew themſelves Believers, 
as the Artiſt was to ſhew himſelf -an Arrift -* So that as you have no 
reaſon to conclude any Man to be an Artilt porenriatly when aſleep, that 
you never knew to be any thing of an Ari actually," at one time or 
another before ; ſo you have no reaſon to conclude Infants Believers 
potentially, unlefs you had ſeen or known them at one time or another 
to have been aftually ſuch. * So that I think you had as good blot onr 
potentias (unleſs you will put it to their Bqptiſm: too) ; * and let: your 
Children reſt without Anal Baptiſm, till you can write upon their 
Faith As viſits. nn ak ao Foe 
ut 


you affirm ; What is it that you may not fay Infants have, and are, if 
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But you ſay, our Saviour is full to the purpoſe, who aſlares us; as 
you tell us in your-Second, that Children haye Faith, when he ſaith, 
Whoſoever ſhall off end one of theſe little ones; which belseve in-me, &c« Sirs, 
I do plainly confeſs that'our 1Savieur is full to the purpoſe, but not to 
yout purpoſe ; for he does aliare-us,;:that the Perſons here ſpoken of, 
were ſuch as did really, properly,': and aitually believe in him: he 
does not ſo muci: 2s intimate any thing of their having Fath, porex- 
tia, but not in aft viſibils ;, but in downright terms tells us, they are 
fuch as de believe in him ; which little Infanrs, 1 think, by your own 
Confeſſion, cannot do :' therefore; little /xfants not here intended by 
our Saviour in this Paſlage z but only ſuch as. were converted, . and be- 
come 44 little Children, in Plainneſs of Spirit, Humbleneſs, Innocency, 
and freedom from Malice. Our Savtour does not only aſltre us, that 
ſuch ſhall be greateſt tn the Kingdom. of .Heaven 3 but alſo plainly 
tell us, that whoſoever ſhall offend, or ſcandalize, one of theſe, thus con- 
verted, little ones, which believe in him, ſhall certainly incur great 
Diſpleaſure from God. And this is eaſily diſcern'd, with alittle Con- 
fideration, in reading the Text, and Coherence of the ſame : That 
after our Saviour had call'd a little Child, and taught his'Diſciples 
how they ſhould be converted, ang become 45 little Children, and humble 
themſelves as that lettle Child ; he under that Conſideration, gives the 
Denomination of  /z:rle sne5, even to ;/#ch as ſhonld ſo leart and fo do, 
which did truly believe in him, from that Analogy, that was and 
ought to be, between little Chilaren and them : therefore, whereas you 
argue thus, or to this purpoſe, [Theſe little ones which believe in me ; ] 
therefore Infants do believe, IT argue the. direct contrary from the 
ſame Text, thus ; \ Thoſe of whom Chrift here ſpeaks, did really believe in 
him : but hittle Infants nenher do, nor can believe in Chrift > Ergo, Chriſt 
ſpeaks not here of little Infants, To prove the Minor here, I thus rea- 
ſon Faith inChrift, comes by h:aring the Word of God underſtandingly : 
but little Infants cannot hear the Word of God nnderſtandingly: Ergo, 
Little Infants cannot be Believers in Chrift, Again, it litile Infants nei- 
ther do good or evil, nor ſo much a- know good or coil, then they can 
neither hear the Word of God underitandingly, (for if they can, they 
malt of neceflity be capable of knowing go2d;) nor be Believers in Chriſt, 
for 15 chey be, they mult of necellity do good 3 tor bzlieving in Chriſt is 
one of the bezit things that can be are in th: world. But the Scripture 
it ſe;f, belides Experience, plainly tells us. concernin.; Infants, that 
they ncither do good, or evil; nor know good or evil: Ergo, Rom.g.11. 
Det. 1. 39. 1ſa« 7:14, 15, 16. See the Aſſembly Annorztions on this 
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Paſſhoeof out S5yiour ; abd Reverend Drodate on the-fame : See al- 
ſorhele Scriptures, 'where this Phraſe, /irrle ones, of little Children. is 
u?d' to grown' Believers," and Diſciples of Chriſt ;- Afar. ro. 41, 42. 
Fob. 21.5 Gali'qi 19. i Fob. 2:1,12,13,18,28.63.7,18.8 4:4.&'5.21. 

Beſides; Gentlemen, if you muſt and will have little Infants here 
intended, * ther it muſt and will, of necellity, be but @ Proſopopeia 
however ; 'and ſo'do you no Service at all, tho we ſhould out of Cha- 
rity give y6u what Fou ſo earneſtly beg for. | 

'A few words to your Anſwer to the fifch Queſtion, and: ſo 1 
draw to a Contluffon.. The Queſtion is only thus 3 Why Sprinkling, 
and not*Dippin; ? To which you anſwer and ſay, Our Church denies nut 
the Lattey to any one that deſires it ; but looks wpon it as a clear Repreſent a- 
tion-of our Saviour's deſcending intd' the Grave, abiding there, and riſing 
np again, ;, according as the _— makes uſe of it, when he ſays, we are 
buried with him in Baptiſm. Sirs, it's a clear caſe, that Drpping or Co- 
vering the Body under Water, was the true Primitive, Apeftolical and 
Seriptural way of Baptizing : and you and your Church both; ſeems 
plainly to'be convinc*d of the Truth hereof ; by this free and full Con- 
teſlion and Acknowledgment which here yon make; that it is 2 clear 
Ropreſentation of onr Saviour's deſcendigg into the Grave, abiding there, and 
riſing up again : and this you deliver, not as a Concelt thatmay come 
into a Man's Brains' by chance ; no, but *cis very ſeriouſly given us, 
as a thing by your own Acknowledgment, which 1s according to 
—_— as the Apoſtle himſelf makes uſe of it, when he tells us, we 
are buried with him in Baptiſm. Now, Sirs, ſtand by this, and all's well ; 
but if you will be ſo unfaithful, as to difſert theſe true primitive Co- 
lours, you certainly run away from Trath and Subſtance, to cloſe with 
Falſhood and Vamity : for either this 1s the mind of God, which you 
have here ventur'd to give us, or It is not : If it be not, wherefore 
did yon urge it as a thing, not only acceptable to you and your Church, 
but even acceptable to God himſelf, as being according to Scripture-*-If 
it is the mind of God, what's the reaſon that you tatrle of a diſpenſmp 
Power in your Church with reſpect to this matter ? As if the Mind of 
God, were altogether infignihcant with you; that let God command 
what he pleaſe, you will be ſo ſtately as to cancett, that you may by 
virtue of your diſpenſing Power, do jaſt what you iiſt. And if he 
don't think good to accept of what you pleaſe to give him, as the re- 
ſule of your Power, tho ?ris but Sprink/izg, for Baptizirg or Dipping, 
hes like to get nothing elſz from you, Yet 1a your Plea for this 
Power, you do as good as dwindle 1t icito nothing too : for you en- 
deavour 
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'deavour to make us-bclieve that it only.relates to Circamantials, and 
| the manner of Acting, but not tothe 45+ ir. ſelf. Really, Sirs, if this 
| be true, you had better have kept-where you were, without. the 
| leaſt pretence to this diþenſmg Power, for it can do you-no Kindneſs 
| at all: For if Dipping or Burying-in Water, be the thing that Gad 
requires, then according to your own grant, your Cur has not 
Power todifpenſe with this A, and turn-it into another,, which can- 
not by any means be the ſame A; which :is: certainly the Caſe of 
Dipping and Sprinkling - For Sprinklong and Baptizing are certainly; two 
diftereat Things, two different Actions, having two duterent Forms,, 
and cannot by any means properly -be called the ſame. - All that. yay 
can fairly pretend to, if you. be true to your Plea, is, That "the a4 
miniſtrator is at liberty to dip, or put the Perſon wider Water, divers 
manner of Ways, as forward, backward,fadeway, toward the Right- 
Hand, or toward the Left, quickly, or ſlowly ; all theſe Things be-- 
ing meerly Circumſtantial ; yet all this while Dipping,. or putting 
under Water, 'is the Af or Thing to be done : Which it it be dope, the 
Perſon may truly be ſaid to be baptized,' notwithſtanding theſe, git- 
ferent Circumſtances ;, + becauſe the Eſſential Form of Baptiſm, -VIz, © 
Dipping in Water, is to be found.-in all theſe ways. But if you .oply. 
forinkle a little Water on -his Face, |. that: is quite avether , Thing ; 
not azother Circumſftanceiin which the ſame Thing is yet done, but 
clearly another AF, -in which not the ſame but another Thing is done.z 
and the Perſon thereby is nd more truly baptized, than as if you had 
given him a Flip or two with a wet Finger.:..For here is diferentsa.. 
eſſentials, the very Formality of Baptiſm is abſent. So that you had 
5etrer continve your-firſt Compliance with us, than ſtrive as you do 
in your Second, -to run away from us; for.'tis certainly true, that, if 
our Practice be Rizhe, (as you know it is) yours mult of neceſlity be 
Wreng : And all your idle Greek Struggles will never be able to make. 
tt Otherwiſe. , : | 

I muſt, before I conclude, take alittle .notice of your great Argu- 
ment {o formally laid down in your Second-Paper.;z which I had like 
to have over-look'd and forgot : I confeſs tt is here a little out of due 
place, but it's no great matter, better here than no where, le! you 
ſhould think a meer Senſe of its Strexeth frighted me from 4t. The 
Argument in form appears thus, An Ordinance once enjoyn d, and never 
repeal'd, is always in force : But the Ordinance of Childrens incovenanting 
Was once in the Old Teſtament enjayn'd, and was wever repeal'd. Ergo, Ts 


yt -in Force, (Good now, Sirs, doo much as tell us, what is the Qzeſti- 
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aithis Argument relates to? or what is it brought to prove ? Sire, 
Do:yeu urge This Argument to prove Infant- Baptiſm, or do you not ? 
IF not, whar Buſineſs bas it here ? If you do, certainly ſuch zn Argu- 
ment was hardly ever laid down for ſuch a purpoſe, by any that pre- 
rended the teaſt Skill inLogick : For there is not the leat! mention of 
infant-Bapoiſen-ka any, part of the Argument. If you had intendcd the 
Proof of Jnfant- Baptiſm by it, it ouz ht. to have run thus, An 0rd;- 
FaNC& ONCE emjoyn' d,aud newr repeal d,is [kill in force - But the Ordinance of 
Iafant- Baptiſjn was gente enjyn'd, and was riever repeal'd: Ergo, Infant- 
Rajtifm #ſtill:ia foxce. Now it you had argued thus, end prov'd 
Adenors. you. had then done your Buſineſs: But now, Sirs, what 
# you bavedare by this Argument 5 VV hat Orainance is thi; that 
was GRce 6n429ad and: never repeal d ? One would think you muſt of 
neceſſity mean-cither C ircanciſton.0x EB aptiſm Jt C rcumciſion, then 
thats in force ſbill,. and "tis C:renncifien you plead for: If you mean 
Baptiſm, then I'deny your. 44zer, and put you to prove that Baptiſm 
way ever enjoyn'd: as.an Ordinance upon Infants. But if you mean 
neither, but only. a-meer. /zcouenanting, as you call it, altho I do pot 
well know what you mean by it, neither do I underſtand any thing 
of fuckh-an 1njunction ſeparate from C:rcamesſion ;, yet, for Diſcourſe- 
ſake; bgiveit you, pray take it and make your beſt of it : Incovenant 
your. Children as much. as you:wilt, or. can, who ſhall hinder you ? 
Rut then you-muſt not ſpeak a Word of their Baptiſm, by virtue of 
this Argument, for 1s ater. ha that this Argument neither mex- 
zjons or means.Baptiſmn, much leſs. does it prove their Baptiſm : So that 
yoware as-far to ſeek for Infant-Baptiſm as ever you were, unleſs you 
had pradne'd a Precepe, or an Apporntment of God for that purpoſe ; 
otherwilg all the /nCovenantirg you talk of will do you.no good : For 
if God had never commanded Infants to have been Circame;ſed, who 
durſt have done it, notwithſtanding this Plea ? So 1t he has no- 
where commanded xfants to be baptized, who ſhall dare to do it, not- 
withſtanding the ſame Plea ? Altho.you were ſure you had:it, which 
Fdo not in the leaſt believe, tho I will not at this time diſpute it : Be- 
fides, what need you care whether you have itor no? for you that 
dare baptize your Infants withoutbeing enjoyn'd, what need you care 
whether the ather be enjoyn*d or no? what need you trouble your 
ſelves, whether Childrens incovenanting were once enjoyn'd orno ? 
or if it was,. what matter 1s it if it ſhonld be repeaPd?- You may as 
well-baptize them-of your owr pleaſure,, without this Plea,. as with it. 
For if Gog. never appointed it, there's no Plea for it 3. but if he has 
| appointed 
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appointed it, there's none againſt it': So thatif it) be your: phraſarey 


| that Infants ſhall be baprized,you had asgoodjnfift upan: you! Cherrbes 


Power, and never trouble the World withan Argement aboutit..And: 
that will be the eaſieſt way for you to anſwertithe rhree Sheets nad a batf 
already publiſh'd (as you it ſeems are inform'd) bythe joint Conſent - 
of the principal. Anabaptiſt Preachers in Loxaon;" brany other-of pheid 
Papers : Becauſe you know 'you have pablidkbyoblig't yobr ſelveres 
give a full anſwer to all the Queſtions inthem,: orro anpiother Que- 
ſtions or ObjeCtions that can be fent to yan inthe mearveinge.” ' Aud 
the Remark that you make at the ſame timezis'foRrmarkuble har ſhall 


. make a Remark, upon it. Your Remark is this; That \ſurelytbalfuert the 


Anabaptiſts thought you had aduunc'd ſomthing 'of 'monient, in yaur twe 
Mercuries about Inf ant-Baptiſin they wont never have cull'd (in {ach uſji- 
ſtance for the anſwering of them, or muile ſwthia ſtr abokeeebonr;” 51 

- Really, Sirs, -I plainly perceive; thatiyburare filly:refok 2d, ahat 
every thing ſhall make for your Cretir, :tetit berwhar i with; Fer 
here, becauſe ſome few of them conſented-and'thought poad,: your 
two Mercuries ſhould be a»ſwer'd, and accordingly were { ; you 
meerly make that an Argumeor'of the-Strenpthþ and Vidowrnn uf your 
Matter contain'd therein ; And yet, becauſe the Eomleraniituthis wt 
nimadverſions, did but omit that impertinent Paſſage of the Rulorts 
Daughter, tho we may reaſonably fupppke ir was, betauſetwalmoſt 
thought it below a Man to take notice of it ; 'how bravely could 
you improve that poor Omiſfion apainft 'him, and' makethatzoo'an 
Argument of the great Strength and Moment of that Paſſape + -Bo 
that you are the moſt fortunate Men alive. Your being; Wſwer's fip- 
nifies Greatneſs in you'; not a#ſwering you, fignifies the fare ? ' Every 
thing, it ſeems, works for. the Reputation of the 'Arbiniinv —_ 
What is it that Men fo priviledg'd may not ventureupon'? You fay 
likewiſe, 1f any Anabqptiſts are diſoblig'd by your Reflettions npon thoſe 
calPd Arabaptiſts iv Germany ; you promiſe,or threaten, (for my part 
I' know not which) to put the Matter in its true Light, which has never 
been done yer. Sirs, the main thing, I think, that they commonly 
mind in that caſe, is to obſerve the ery great Folly and Weaknels 
of you Pedo-vaptiſts, who generally are mighty apt and forward to 


* 


make a clutter about the Anabaptiſts in Germany, when you ought, in- 


ſtead thereof, to give us a good ſound Argument for Infant-Bapriſm. 
We cannot imagine what you mean in ſo doing, or what ſhould: make 
you ſo ſity, from time to time, without the leaſt Occaſion, Provoca- 
tion or Reaſon, to be ſo miſerably impertinent. + Good now, Sirs; do 
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© mucidg: 
your ſo 


Dubblet., But I'm. afraid there is ſomething worle in it yet than all 
this ; and that is, you urge theſe things commonly, for. no other rea- 


fon,: than thereby to expoſe the Baptiſts to the Contempe and Hatred: 


of ignorant and wndiſceraing People > whom you are willing to hope, 
will believe you in all you ſay, without examining any- thinzs : And. 
fronrtheir-great skill in Logick, will conclude, that all Anabapti/?s 
muſt be ſuch, or-one way or another as bad. If-this be your deſign, 
Sirs,' tis very bad 3 and *tis no marvel, if thoſe you call 4rabaprs/ts. 


fhonld be 4;foblig'dat it : but if you canclear your ſelves, pray do ; 


for my part, I ſhould be very glad herein to be miſtaken. And thes 
which aggravates your Folly herein, (to ſay no worſe) is, that you. 
cannot but know, that if your Antagoniſts were in the humour to re- 
criminate, what an- AugeenStable might ſoon be made of your un- 
clean Oxen : ſuch a one as all the River Alphpers would never be able 
to cleanſe. Wh: | 
Moreover, . if this trxe Lzght you talk of, be a new-Light, as your 
words ſeem to imply, it may then juſtly be ſuſpected -to be your: 
ewn- Invention, and ſo nothing but weer Darkneſs ; but if it be an 
eld Lsght, then it will be the ſame.as it was before, and I'm afraid 
£60 near a kin-to- Guy Faux*s Dark-Lanthorn, to be good for any 
thigg- However, Gentlemen, uſe your Pleaſure, do what ſeemeth 


go0d in your own Eyes ; only remember, that for all theſe things God 


will bring you to Judgment. 


Poſt- 


tell us ſeriouſly, what it is you propoufid to your ſelves in- 
: .Do you give it us as an Argument for Infant-Baptiſm,.. * 
or do you not ; if not, then you. your ſelves don't look npon it as: 
any thing to your purpoſe, with reſpect to that Controverſy ; if you: 
do, you are as much out in your Methods, as the Man was in his: 
Tools, that bought a Hammer and a Chizzel to make his Neighbour a 
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Poſt{cript.. 


' FAving a little Paper-room teft, which I was nat aware of till the 
H Preſs convinc'd me of it, 1 ſhall a little reflect upon two or 
three things, which-hitherto I have wholy omitted. |. -; - : 
The Firlt is, -that ſtrange and predigiows Ignorance, you ſeem tobe . 
guilty of, -when you infinuate to the World; that there is not oneit- 
ſtance of Female- Baptiſm in all. the Scripture. Sirs, -Is it likely'that 
you ſhould be fit Perſons to manage ſuch a-Controverſy, fatisfatts: 
rily and convincingly, wherein, and concerning wiuch, youappear to 
be ſo aſtoniſhingly ignorant ? yet this ſtrange Ignorance of yours, isats- - 
rended with as {trange a Confidence, with which you boldly,:and in the 
face of the Sun, challenge your Antagoniſts to ſhew where they: have 
one [nſtance of Female-Baggiſm. Really, Sirs, 1n my opinton, It.is © 
(at leaſt) a very great ſhamefor any Man, or Woman either, (pre» 
tending to Chriſtianity) of the meaneſt parts imaginable,” to be ſo 
herridly ignorant, as here you appear to be : How much more then is 
your Shame and Blame increas'd and aggravated, when we conſider 
with what Adagnifying Glafſes.you look upon your ſelves,” and what 
publeck, Pretences you make to Parts, Learning, Wit, and almoſt, if 
not altogether, wmverſal Underſtanding ? You confidently infinu; 
ate,. that Infanr-Baptiſm is as plainly to be found 1n Scripture as that 
of Adult: Females. Now, Sits, if thisdid but appear to be erath, we 
ſhould then immediately have done diſputiog 3 butt-is ſo far from 
appearing to be zrutb, that the contrary is: not only eaſily demon- 
ſtrated, but you your ſelves ſhall be' my Witneſs, - that it is directly 
falſe-* for you plainly confeſs, in words atlength, that Infant- Bap- - 
tiſm 1s not expreſly to be found in Scripture. Now then, *1f Womers * 
being bapriz''d, 15 expreſly to be found in Scripturez- then yourape Wrt- 
veſſes againſt your ſelves of the Falſeneſs of that Suggeſtion : But the 
Baptiſm of Women is expreſly to be found 1n Scripture ; - Ergo. ' Sec 
Att; 8.12. & 16. 14, 15. All that I ſhall fay more to this particular, is * 
only this; - that as you haye publickly ab»s d,- and: endeavour?d to 
deeerve: the World, by your ignorant, raſh, and falſe Inſinuations, - 


eſpecially. in this matter, wherein you are {o eaſtly detected and core | 
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wvicted;, fo you ought at leaſt to make as publick an Acknowledgment 
and Recantation, of this Injury done to the World by this blind, yer 
bold Attempt of yours : for it's no ſmall matter thus to abuſe the 
World, and make no conſcience of making Compenſation. 

The ſecond thing I would a little note, is a piece of Dzvinicy and 
Legick, fomewhat agreeble to the Ignorance juſt now complain'd of. 
When you tell us, that it Children do behold the Face of God in Hea- 
ven, 41 .lay.you) our Saviour ſays; then it follows, that they have Faith 
1m Heaven; and (conſequently) why not on Earth? To which I an- 
{iver, That Children do, or-may behold the Face of God in Heaven, 
14v4ll not deny ; yet I profeſs, I do not remember where our Saviour 
tells ms fo : however, it does not in the leaſt follow, that therefore 
they Have Faith in Heaven ; but it rather ſtrongly implies the con- 
tracy; . becauſe Faith and Spb, are plainly oppos'd to each other, 
2 Cor, 5.7. where the Apoltle plainly tells us) that here, while we 
walk by Fauh, wewalk not by Szht: Implying, that while faith 
continues, Sizht is abſent ; conſequently, when Sight comes, Faith 
difappears. Tho 'tis true, here, whilſt we are zn the Body, we are 
abſent from theLord ; ard to ſee him that is viſible, muſt needs 
ow b2 an Act of Faith, according to the Text you quote, Heb. 11. 27. 
But'the time will come, when Faith will be turn*d into Y5/ton, and 
Promiſe, which is'the grouzd of Faith, into Fruition, which is the endof 
Faith. When we ſtall ſee Face to Face, fee him as he is, andkyow as 
we are known, 1 Cor. 13. 12. 1 Joh. 3.2. So that iPsſo far from being 
evident, that Infants have, or ſhall have Faith 1n Heaven, that it 
is, at leaſt, :a very great Queſtion, whether ſuch a thing can fairly 
be {aid of 'the greateſt aftwal Believer in the World. But further, 
{uppole we ſhquid give you the Premiſes, and grant you that Tifants 
may have Fauh in Hegvenz- your Contlufion 15 not a little to be 
aamird, or rather your ſelves, for your ſtrange $kill in Theologrcal 
Logick. Sirs, do you indced look upon this to be good Reafon- 
ing, that becauſe a thing is, or may be, thus or ſo, in Heaven, 
therefore It 1s, and muſt be ſo here on Earth ? If you do not, 'why 
do yoy, talk at this extravagant rate; and endeavour to impoſe 
that upon others, which you do nor believe your ſelves ? If you doy 
I muſt acknowledg, that all the Wt I have is not ſufficient to diſ- 
cover the Greatneſs of your Folly; yet take a taſte however : In 
Heaven, the Saints ſhall be wholly freed from all Sin, Sorrow and 
Tronble, of what nature ſoever : Ergo, Why not ſo here on Earth ? 
In Heaven Saints ſhall be :amertal : Ergo, Why not ſo bere on Earth ? 

: In 
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In Heaven, the now wile Bodies of Saints ſhall: be changed; and be: 
made like unto the glorious Body of Chrift : Ergo, Why noe ſo bere 
en Earth? with much more of this nature. Certainly, Sirs, there's 
none could ever have thought you ſo prepoſteroufly ridiculous, 
if you had not your ſelves proclaim'd it upon the Houfe:rop. What 
a ſtrange thing it is, that Men ſo manifeſtly weak, ſhould yet be ſo 
conceitedly ſtrong, as to ſuppoſe themſelves able to anſwer all the 
Queſtions, Arguments and Objettions, that can be ſent then from the 
People call'd Anabapriſts ? But I hope you may: yet hve'to ſee your 
Vanity, and ſo pet into the Road of learning more Wijdomn. | 
Thirdly ; I cannot but note, how ſtrangely ſomgtimes you abuſe 
your Antagoniſts, in asking them ſuch kind of @ueſerons, as imply 
an Abſurdity in them, when they are no more concern din the 'Queſft;- 
ens than your ſelves. As for inſtance, you very reprehenſively: as& 
them, How the Fauh of the Pareut > the Child further off from" 
God: and how Children can loſe by Chriſt's Commg,, who came totake 4-- 
way the Sin of the World, &c. Now, would not any Bcdy be apt to: 
think, that the Bapti/ts muſt needs hold the Affirmative here, in both: 
theſe Pueſtzons.; or elſe you mult needs'be very: zmperrtiment and” in-: 
juriow to them, thus unworthily to inſmnuate ? Now, Sirs, challenge: 
you, togive an Inſtance if you can, of any amongſt the Baprifts, that + - 
ever told you, either in Word or. Writing, that the Faith of the Pa- 
rent put the Child further off from God ; or that Children /oft any 
thing by the Coming of Chriſt : for certainly, either youdo know of” 
fome ſuch, or you do not: if you do, you ought to put. it out of 
queſtion, for your own Vindication ;,* and then I ſhall reckon'them as. 
weak, inthat, as you are-in ſome other things : But'if you know of 
none ſuch, what Shame oug hg you to take to your ſelves, for thus 
diſingenuouſly miſregreſenting- your Antagomſts to the World, as if 
thoſe very things were the 9eſtionsIn debate betwixt you 2? q 
In the laſt place, I ſhall take a little notice what a ſtrange Faculty. 
there is generally in you Pedo-baptiſts, of fawning one upon another”; 
how apt. you are to magnify and extol one another, for every l:ttle no-+ 
thing you do upon a Publick-Stage. This has been a Faſhion of along» 
ſtanding amongſt you ; . that whoever carries the Thing, youtill re- 
ſolve to carry the Thank : and whoever loſes, you mult ſtill ride T7i- 
umphant, And this is the Caſe.of your Poſt ſcripe-Gentleman, towards- 
Mr. Elliot of New-England : Not that- he 19 much as attempts'1o-- 
prove, that Mr. Blot did merit or crſerve any. Honomr for what (he 
there. ſays) he did ; but meerly, becauſe Mr. Elher did - - F 
with” 
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with which that Gentleman was plcasd, therefore Hoxour will for 
ever redound to Mir. Elliot of New-England : Whereas, 'tis ten to one 
-if the merit of the Cauſe were but throughly examin'd, and impar- 
tially confider'd, the Honour might tebourd from Mr. Elliot, and re- 
aound to them which oppos'd him-: and why not? for he only tells 
u3, that he openly and ezr»eſtly maintain'd the Cauſe of Infant- Bap- 
tiſm againſt a ſort of Perions, who forget that ia the Goſpel- 
Church, the Promsſe is to Believers and their Children; and are un- 
willing to reckon. Children among the Ds{ciples of Chriſt, &c, He 
ſcarcely ſo much as tells us, much leſs does he prove, that Mr. Ellot 
was in the Truth, and his Antagoniſts in an Error : ſo that ſtill for 
ought we know, the Honour might belong to the other ſide, to them 
who openly and earneſtly oppoſed the Cauſe of Infant-Baptiſm, againſt 
a ſort of Perſons, who forget that in the Goſpel-Church, the Pro- 
7:ſe, b& alludes to, 1s any. wiſe, to axy Body, than it is to every 
Body ;, or to Believers Chilarep, any otherwiſe than it was to Believers 
themſelves : namely, upon Condstion of their believing, and performing 
the Conditions-required in order thereunto 3 as their Parents before 
them were -fain todo, before they had any Intereſt therein ; for the 
Promiſe belongs to all the World, upon thoſe Conditions, afid to none me 
the World without them. For if it belong to any without Condition, 
then the Promiſe is abſolute, and belongs as much to Unbelievers and 
their Children, as it can do toany Body elſe. And it's worth obſer- 
ving that theſe very Perſons, unto whom Pever ſpeaks theſe Words, 
were not themſelves Believers as yet, but Unbelievers, when Peter 
ſpake theſe Words unto them, &c. Neither has this Gentleman told 
us at all, what Infants.are the better for Mr. E:ot's reckoning them 
Diſciples of Chriſt: he has not ſo mugh as told us, that Mr. Elli 
proved them ſo to be: And pray what Advantage can it be -to poor 
Infants to be miſcalled, and reckoned what they are not ? What if 
Mr. Elliet of New-England had reckoned Children of Believers to be 
Lawyers, Counſellors, and Judges, would this have done the poor Ch;l- 


dren any Good, or have provoked any wiſe Man to have carried any. 


of them a Fee to plead his Cauſe ? Or, what Honour would have been 
due to Mr. Elliot for ſuch an idle Encomium, any more than to thoſ: 
that ſhould oppoſe him therein ? But what Kind of Folks thoſe are 
that are unwilling to grant that of ſuch #v the Kingdom of Heaven, 
for my part 1 know not : Certainly there's no People in the World 
more guilty of ſuch a thing than Pedo-Baptiſts, I am very much of 
the Mind that the Gentleman that talks of it, never met with a Baptsſ? 
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in his Life, that could juffly be charg'd with ſuch a thing : But you + * 
Pedo-baptiſts generally ſay what you liſt, (eſpecially' in this Contro- 
verſy) and matter not what you.charge-your :Antagonifts with ; for 
if you did, you would either not do as you do, or elſe often be «- 
ſrhan'd where you are not: For it's well known, that there are a 
great many of the Baptiſts ſo far from what's here inſinxated, that they 
do ſtedfaftly believe that al Infants inthe World, dying in Infancy, 
ſhall certainly be ſaved ; and ſome of them have writ Books&o the 
fame purpoſe, againſf the Cruelty of ſome Pedo-bepti/ts that damn 
them by Millions : And tho there may poſlibly be ſome of the Bap+ 
tifts, that may not be of that Perſwaſion, yet the worſt of them believe 
as well as the moſt of you, concerning them. cla 2e 
It may alſo be worth while'to enquire wherein lay-the Greatneſs 
and Worth of that thing in Mr. Elzor, to be ſo earneſt to bring Infamus. 
under the Bond of the Covenant? May we ſuppoſe, that Infants.being 
brought under this Bend, was really the A and Deed of Mr. Elliot ? 
for ſo indeed the Words plainly ſeem to imply ;- and if ſo, then. it 
ſcems they never were under this Bond before; . neither would it-haye 
been ſo now, if -it-had not been for earzeft Mri Eliot. : Let, anyone: 
judg then of the Excelleney of this Af. Beſides, what the Gentlemar 
means by the Bond of the Covenant,who can imagin ?- unleſs by Bond 
of the Coyenant, he means the. Dutzes which the Covenant binds and 
obliges People to perform towards ' God, I cannot gueſs at his 
Meaning: .and if ſo, then what Honour is due to Mr. Eliot, may 
ſoon be diſcern'd, for bringing poor , wncapable Infants. under an 
Obligation to perform the Dutzes of the Covenant, and-affording them 
. no-more Strength to perform them, than they had before they- were 
brought under -this Obligation and ſo through Mr. Eliot's Earneft- 
eſs, poor Infants are undone for ever. But the beſt of it is, this is 
all falſe, a meer ide Conceit that has nothing init 3 or- elſe Mr:. 
Elkt's Honour had been rais'd upon the Rain of Infaritse. 
Thave now done,wherrL have only told you,that the principal Anabap- 
tift Preachers in London, (as you call them) were notat all concern?d 
in the drawing up of theſe few Sheets : for I can aſſure you it was done 
-by a very meanand private Hand, by one; and one only;that is ſo far 
t00-from being a principal-Preacher, or any Preacher at all; as that he 
1s notiaccounted-worthy to b&'a Member amongſt them: neither bad 
they, whom you call principal Preachers, nor any in a publick, Capacity, 
© any hand either inthe Compoſing or fas ay of theſe Lines : But the 
Author. was ſo hardy, as to get it printed of: his own accord, and =p 
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Eis-om act, without being concern'd who were plcas'd or diſ- 
=” pleard at his ſo doing. Wherefore, whatſocver Defetts appear to be 

” Im them, they arealbv4 own; it is not fit, that any Body fhonld ſo 
- much as ſhare with him in any thing that may be july dxe upon that 
account; and whatſoever mean or unworthy Apprehenfions you may 
have either of the Author or his Work, if you think it worth your 
while to take any publick Notice of it, pray ſpeak direitly to him, 
and tb the Matter iz band, without diſrngenuow and impertinent Re- 
fleftions : for I muſt fenify to yon, that as-ean as the Author is, he 
is not altogether ſo ſy, as to take idle and rmpertirext Refleftions for 
folid and ſatisfaftory Anſwers ; but looks upon all ſuch Perſons, as the 
greateſt and worft Sort of Fools in the World, that take Sanitary in. 
ſuch rotten and deſolate Buildings. Gentlemen, I do not charge you 
with any ſuch thing aforehand, but only give you ths timely Admoni- 
r50n, that if you ſhovld happen to aft at that rate in your Anſwers to 
me, or any Body elſe, you might appear to be the more inexcaſable : 
But if there ſhould appear to be any ble Strength in theſe Lines, pray 
do not think that you have yet got; cither all, or the prizcipal Strength 
that you may expect from the People you call Anabaptiſts, if further 
occaſion require : For ſo long as the Way of the Lord continues Strength 
70 the Upright, you may not expect to ſee an end of their Strength. 

Here I fully defign'd to have ended, but unlefs I had written ſome- 

what /eſs in my Poltſcripe, I plainly perceive I muſt be obkg'd to write 
a tittle more, becauſe my Poſtſcript has beſpoke a little more Paper than 
I firſt intended. [ ſhall therefore briefly offer two or three Arguments 
to Conſideration, againſt Infant- Baptiſm, without any enlargement at 
all,” to defend or ſecure any part thereof, till I plainly ſee or kzow what 
_ or Exceptions our Antagenifts ſhall pleaſe to make againſt 
tnem. 
Arg. 1. The New Teſtament doth plainly, fully and ſufficiently declare 
to us who are the rrue Subjes of Baptiſm + But the New Teftament doth 
neither plainly, fully nor ſufficiently declare to us that Infants are the 
true Subjefts of Baptiſm. Ergo, Infants are not the true Subjeds of 
Baptiſm. 

' Arg. 2. None ought to be Baptized without knowing what they do, 
and conſenting thereunto : But Litele Infants are not capable either of 
Knowledg or Conſent in that matter. Ergo, Little Infants ought not to 
be Baptized. 

: Arg. 3. That which there is no Precepe fer, nor Precedent of, nor 
Promiſeunto in all the Word of God, is not of Divine Authority : "0 
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there is no Precept for, Precedent of, nor Promiſe yunto the Baptizing of "ih 


Infants in all the Werd of God. Ergo, Baptizing of Infants is not of * 


Divine Authority. | 

Arg. 4. If Infant-Baptiſm be of Divine Authority, then it is (by the 
appointment of Ged) for ſome good Ends and Purpoſes : But Infant- 
Baptiſm is not (by the appointment of God) for any good Ends and 
Purpoſes. Ergo, It is not of Divine Authority. | 

Arg. 5. That Doftrine and Prattice, that is not agreeable to the 
Dofrine and Prattice of John the Baptiſt, Chriſt aud his Apoſtles, is not 
of Divine Authority : But the Dottrime and Prattice of Infant-Baptiſm, 
is not agreeable tothe Dofrine and Pradlice of Fobn the Baptiſt, Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles. Ergo, The Doftrine and Prattice of Infant- Baptiſm, 1s not 


of Divine Authority. 


Arg. 6. If Infant-Baptiſm be of Divine Authority, then it is a Sin in 
Parents to omit baptszing their Infants : But it is not a Sin in Parents, 
to omit baptizing their Infants. Ergo, Infant-Baptiſm is not of Divine 
Amnthority. | 

Arg. 7. That which is ſub#antially and ſeverely forbidden by the 
Word of God, is not of Divine Authority : But baptizing Infants in the 
Name of the Lord, is ſubſtantially and ſeverely forbidden by the Word of 
God. Ergo, Infant- Baptiſm is not of Divine Authority. 


I ſhall ſay nothing _e peoſant in the Defence of theſe Arguments, on- 
ly leave them (thus brzefly -and zakedly laid down) to the Conſide- 
ration of any that ſhall pleaſe to peruſe them : But when I percesve 
what it is that my Antagoniſts have to ſay againſt them,or where their 
Anſwers or Exceptions will be chiefly concern'd, 1 ſhall then reckonm 
ſelf _— to prove whatſoever is dexy'd, or elſe ſubmit to the femedd 
and Authority of the Anſwets given. 


FINIS. 


PY 


"I "IS ———— 
— — = _— 


ERRATA 


- —- e& 


- 
% 
4 " * 
- 4 4 . 
% N 
= - 
| " — k # 
# * . p 
| . 
- 
| | # —_—; 
- _ " : 
: 44 X | 
- 4 » 
Ss #4 4 of 
4 «- # d -. a _ - ; 
. 
| l , : : . ' L . 
& * S 7 4 : ' | 
v, :, Is os © £ % —_ ® 4 
cd ; 
. —% 
« , , vs wy | 
| 4 , | | | 
- * . = . ; : | 
$ * : 
. # ; | | 
4 _— v | 
3 x —_— ; - x 
- - 
- . 4 q | 1 | 
. 
m 
k k | | ; 
. l : | | 3 
| * o » ® 3 | 
<0 - | : | | 
* i | 
"4 LL p | : | ” 
* E 
, a ; | 
; » 
. 
i. : 5; | 
= E « 4 E X | | 
” FP : _ | 
F | | 
. 
: 4 . | | 
\t | 7: 
- SK. " | 
LY * | | 
- 
| _ » £© A : 
» . : | 
| : A * kw 4& + 
. | g % . - A 
F pg L 
o . ' 


_— : S. _ 
. . 
” . N . | 
"ff - ; ; "5 | | 
* . : | 
- - 4 : N 0 
'% 6 k - un, * - o * # - a WJ. - , k 
| | | | | - , . - r « 
: . | | 
LO 


. . - 1] _ G | 
. « , | - ? - f 
| | | , A 
. - . ” - k . 
| - 
| 4 p | | : 
, - -_ - 
k 
| . 
© ad 
b ; P * | cn 4 
x _ k n « k -- % my 
- p ] | 
gan" , | 
- e : ; 
| ” %. 
4 . , 
2 .” . . % R R | 
| ; * - £ 
+ - \ E - = __ : 
. | | 
- 
: . , 2 - # 
: ; 4 »» 
. 
l * ' « , 


b 
_ »” 
o % by 
/ 4 * n : , 
C | | 
þ v ; | H | | 
. - *q R | 
, "- : | | 
. ' ” | | 
4 n | | | 
\Þ 4 , : $ . g 
, * 
% hg " —_ oy % ; | j 


